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INTRODUCTION 



War and peace have always been among the most burn- 
ing problems in society, but never in the history of man- 
kind have they stood out in such prominence and acute- 
ness, and never have they moved people so strongly as in 
our times. Never have such tremendous masses of people as 
those united by the peace movement of today participated 
in the struggle for the prevention of war and the preserva- 
tion of peace. And this is fully understandable. If, in the 
past, wars brought to the people sacrifices and deprivations 
which profoundly affected their lives over long periods of 
time, a war in our times threatens mankind with thorough 
destruction. 

In the opinion of the American scientist Carl Sagan, 
which, according to him, was based on American and 
Soviet scientific works, if less than one per cent of the 
nuclear weapons in the world were exploded, a thick cloud 
of dust and soot would be formed in the atmosphere, which 
would make impossible the penetration of the sunrays, and 
the whole Earth would for a long time be steeped in im- 
penetrable darkness and freezing cold which would have 
disastrous consequences for life on it. 

This terrible possibility cannot but worry the minds of 
the people, no matter in which part of the world they live, 
what the colour of their skin is, what religion they profess, 
to what class they belong and what ideology they share. 
Alien to this anxiety can be only the thoughtless lovers 



1 The ( Rabotnichesko Delo' (Workers* Cause*) paper, 
October ! 1984 



of military adventures, the maniacs of nuclear blackmail 
the most reactionary representatives of the military-in- 
dustrial complex who are ready to sacrifice the world and 
even themselves in the name of their selfish class goals. 

It is quite unfortunate that however negligible they are 
in number, the champions of nuclear war have at their dis- 
posal tremendous material and financial resources, control 
the production of the most deadly weapons and hold a pre- 
dominant position in the most powerful capitalist coun- 
try — the United States of America, as well as in other 
NATO countries and Japan, their fingers being ready to 
trigger off a nuclear holocaust. 

Against this handful of madmen stand up all honest 
people in the world. 

The backbone of the world movement of the fighters 
for peace, the most powerful and decisive force capable of 
bridling the warmongers and of cooling their hot heads, 
are the socialist community countries and first of all the 
USSR and the other Warsaw Treaty member-states. 

The military-political alliance of the Warsaw Treaty 
countries is that granite wall against which all attempts of 
the lovers of military adventures to throw mankind into the 
abyss of a new war have been shattering for 30 years now. 
And if the brief post-war peace intervals, characteristic of 
the epoch of imperialism after the Second World War, have 
become transformed into a 40 -years-long, though fragile, 
unstable and not all-embracing peace, the main credit for 
this goes to the socialist community countries and most 
of all to the Warsaw Treaty member states. 

It is these states which at the cost of a tremendous 
strain have succeeded in answering the provocations of 
the Western imperialists,in buildingup amilitary might of equal 
value and achieving a military-strategic parity, which is the 
main deterrent to the aggressive ambitions of imperialism 
and a decisive factor for the preservation of world peace. 



CONDITIONS AND REASONS FOR THE APPEAR- 
ANCE OF THE WARSAW TREATY 



The reasons for the appearance of the Warsaw Treaty 
stem from the military and political situation created in 
Europe and the world after the formation of NATO. 

It is a well-known fact that in the war years, on the 
basis of their common interests and as a result of the ener- 
getic efforts of the Soviet government, an anti-nazi coalition 
was formed in which besides the USSR, the US and Britain 
also entered. In that coalition the capitalist states, besides a 
common stake in routing the forces of the fascist military 
bloc, were also guided by their class interests of weakening 
the positions of socialism and preserving the capitalist so- 
cial system in the warring states. Hence their indecision 
and inconsistency in the war, which found its most vivid 
expression in the non-fulfilment of their obligations as 
allies with regard to the time of opening the second front, 
in the support they gave to certain reactionary governments 
and in their far from benevolent and in many instances hos- 
tile attitude towards the resistance movements, particularly 
in countries where they were headed by the communist 
parties. As is well-known the second front was opened 
with a delay of three years, at a time when the Soviet Army 
had already crushed the backbone of the Hitlerite bloc's 
armed forces, had liberated the greater part of its territory 
and was preparing large-scale operations for a decisive thrust 
westward and to the Balkans. 

Irrespective of this, the joint war effort of the members 
of the anti-nazi coalition played a positive role in defeating 
the forces of the fascist militaristic bloc. The greatest and 
decisive contribution in this respect, however, belongs to 
the USSR and its armed forces. 

After the treacherous attack of nazi Germany against 



the USSR, the centre of gravity of the Second World War 
moved to the Eastern German-Soviet front which became 
the main one. The USSR bore the brunt of the war in which 
it lost about 20 million dead. It was in the battles on the 
Eastern Front that the main part of the armed forces of 
nazi Germany and her allies was defeated. Six hundred and 
seven enemy divisions were knocked out or captured there 
as a result of the blows of the Soviet armed forces. Germany 
lost 10 million men, or 80 per cent of all her losses in the 
Second World War. The main body of the air-force of 
the nazi bloc and most of its weaponry and equipment were 
destroyed on the Eastern Front, too. At the same time, the 
American and British forces routed 176 enemy divisions, 
most of them in the last days of the war, when Germany's 
defeat was already predetermined and the nazi forces were 
surrendering to the Western countries almost without any 
resistance. 

The USSR also made a decisive contribution to the de- 
feat of militaristic Japan. It is well known that the govern- 
ment of Japan was forced to capitulate after the Soviet 
armed forces had taken out of action the most powerful 
Japanese force, the million-strong Kwangtung army. 

The decisive role of the USSR in winning the victory 
in the Second World War over the forces of the fascist 
military bloc was not accidental. It is to be explained 
first of all with the fact that the main strategic goals of 
nazi Germany and her allies were the liquidation of the 
Soviet state and social system, the annihilation of the 
only socialist state in the world and the physical destruc- 
tion of the Soviet people, who constituted the most serious 
barrier to the aggressive aspirations of the imperialists of 
Germany, Italy and Japan and the most irreconcilable class 
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enemy to fascism. All the forces struggling against fascism 
had united around the USSR. It had become the backbone 
of the anti-nazi coalition and a mainstay of the struggle 
of the occupied peoples of Europe and Asia for national 
liberation. It was this again that determined the crucial 
and predatory character of the fascist aggression against the 
USSR. Moreover, the fact that nazi Germany and her allies 
shared tremendous land and sea borders with the USSR al- 
lowed them to deploy large land, sea and air contingents for 
action against the Soviet Union. The whole concerted might 
of the fascist aggressor was launched against the USSR and 
the centre of military operations was shifted to the Soviet- 
German front, where the decisive battles of the Second 
World War that led to the defeat of the main forces of Ger- 
many, Romania, Hungary, Finland and Italy were fought. 

The reactionary facets in the policy of the Western 
members of the anti-nazi coalition manifested them- 
selves already in the course of the war. As the war was 
drawing to its end, however, they became more and more 
conspicuous, to grow into overt confrontation after the 
war. 

The decisive role of the USSR in defeating the forces of 
nazi Germany and her allies, and the participation of the 
broad masses from the countries occupied and subjugated 
by the forces of the fascist military bloc in the struggle 
against fascism and militarism, predetermined the tre- 
mendous world historic significance of the victory won by 
the anti-nazi coalition. It changed radically the military- 
political setup in the world and acted as a powerful cata- 
lyst in the struggle of the working people from the capital- 
ist, colonial and dependent countries for social and 
national liberation. 

The most important result of the victory was the pre- 
servation of the Soviet state and of the Soviet social system, 
the tremendous growth of the international prestige of the 



USSR and of the attraction of socialism and the establish- 
ment of the world socialist system, which later became a 
determinative force in the development of the world. 

At the same time, imperialism came out of the war with 
considerably weakened positions. The victory ushered in 
the epoch of a mass transition from capitalism to socialism 
and of the full collapse of colonialism, which deepened still 
further the general crisis of capitalism. The correlation of 
forces in the world marked a radical change in favour of the 
forces of socialism, peace and progress. The strike force of 
imperialism — nazi Germany, fascist Italy and militaristic 
Japan — was crushed, and Britain and France were seriously 
weakened. The American monopolists had amassed huge 
profits during the war. The US remained unaffected by the 
destruction caused by the war. Its industrial and military 
potential substantially increased. Moreover, about the middle 
of 1945 it proved to be the only possessor of the atomic 
weapon. All this made it a leader of the capitalist world. 

The reactionary forces in the US, however, were not 
pleased with the progressive changes which occurred in the 
world after the victory over the fascist militaristic bloc. 
What worried them most were the increased might and tre- 
mendous prestige of the USSR and the appearance of new so- 
cialist states. After Roosevelt's death, these forces took a 
predominant position in the American government and im- 
posed a course of putting an end to the cooperation with 
the USSR established during the war, resorting to a policy 
of confrontation and intensive preparations for a new war. 
This appealed to the reactionary circles in Britain and the 

other Western imperialistic states. On March 5 , 1 946, the then 
British Prime Minister Winston Churchill pronounced a 
speech in Fulton, the US, which in fact amounted to a call 
for a crusade against the USSR and the people's democra- 
cies. This speech marked the beginning of the 'cold war' of 
Anglo-American imperialism against the socialist states. 
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Then there appeared the so-called 'Marshall Plan' and 
'Truman Doctrine' which were, in effect, military prog- 
rammes of the American imperialists for world hegemony. 
Anti-communism and the striving of the American imperial- 
ists to restore capitalism in the East European countries and 
to isolate the USSR from them were placed at the base of 
the military policy of the US. For the purpose, the reaction- 
ary forces in the US counted on the American monopoly 
over the atomic weapon, believing that this gave them the 
right to talk with the USSR from a 'position of strength'. 

Already at the Paris Conference in 1946 and later at the 
first session of the UN General Assembly and after that, the 
USSR warned the Western countries of the perilous conse- 
quences of their policy of acting counter to the USSR and 
heightening tension, and called on them to preserve the war- 
time spirit of cooperation and to ban the atomic weapon. 
These pleas, however, remained cry in the wilderness. Under 
pressure from the US, the Western countries went on with 
their policy of division and confrontation. 

On March 17, 1948, Great Britain, France, Belgium, 
Holland and Luxembourg formed the first aggressive military- 
political group of nations in the person of the Western 
Alliance. In October that same year a United Supreme Com- 
mand of the military forces of this alliance was established. 
That marked the beginning of a division of the world into 
two opposite camps. 

In April 1949 the Western Alliance was transformed into 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) of 12 
West -European states, the US and Canada. In 1952 NATO 
was joined by Greece and Turkey. 

Imperialist propaganda put in incredibly great efforts to 
justify the setting up of NATO with the necessity of counter- 
ing an imaginary 'communist threat*. The complete inconsist- 
ency of these writings in the Western press is clearly revealed 
by the confession made by one of the most reactionary 
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representatives of US imperialism, John Foster Dulles, who 
somewhat later wrote: 'Most informed people are inclined 
to believe that there was no immediate danger of a Red 
Army invasion from Russia into Western Europe or Asia 
for the purpose of waging wars of aggression. . 

The setting up of NATO was a fresh blow against post- 
war cooperation in the world and a gross violation of the 
treaties, concluded during the war., between the USSR, 
Britain and France, which obliged these countries not to 
participate in groupings aimed against one another. It was 
also in open contravention with the UN Charter which 
condemns the counterposing of countries, aggression, the 
use of force in international relations (except for repelling 
an aggression), and defines as inadmissible the setting up 
of collective defence organizations other than regional 
ones. 

Futile were all attempts of Western propaganda to 
present NATO as a regional defence alliance. It was quite 
obvious that it was no such alliance, because it includes 
states from three different continents. 

The setting up of NATO was in fact an aggressive act, 
an overt collusion of the Western states against the USSR 
and the people's democracies. It gave a powerful impetus to 
the preparations for a new war and to the arms race. An 
eloquent proof of this are the establishment of a most 
developed military organization by NATO, as well as the 
fact that already the first military programme adopted 
by the Defence Committee less than a year after the estab- 
lishment of the NATO provided for an increase in the nu- 
merical strength of the armed forces of the aggressive 
alliances' member -states, for their ample supply with new 
weapons and for a large-scale construction of military 



* Kulikov, V./ Warsaw Treaty — Defender of Peace and So- 
cialism', 1981, p. 72 (in Bulgarian) 
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facilities. The US allocated 5,000 million dollars for the 
financing of this programme. The military expenditures of 
the NATO member-states were sharply increased. From a 
total of 20,400 million dollars in 1950, they increased to 
42,200 million in 1951, soaring to 64,000 million dollars in 
1953. The intensification of the NATO countries* war 
preparations is also evidenced by the rapid increase in the 
numerical strength of their armed forces, which from 4.2 
million men in 1950 came up to 6.8 million men in 1953. 
The weaponry and equipment they received from the US 
during the first 4 years alone included 4,597 aircraft, 
29,464 tanks and armoured cars, 23,308 guns, 155,421 
lorries, 551 warships, etc. 

The NATO Council session in Lisbon in 1952 adopted 
a programme for the formation of Allied NATO Armed 
Forces in Europe, consisting of 50-100 divisions. This was 
parallelled by the rapid construction of a networkk of 
military bases around the territory of the USSR and the 
people's democracies. 

The aggressive character of the post-war policies of the 
Western states found a most vivid expression also in their 
endeavour to remilitarize the zones in Germany occupied 
by them and to revive German revanchism, which was the 
main reason for the outbreak of the Second World War. 
This course openly undermined the Yalta and Potsdam 
agreements on the demilitarization of Germany, the new 
realities in Europe were ignored and the ground was pre- 
pared for a rebirth of Gei^nan imperialism and its orient- 
ation against the USSR and the people's democracies. In 
pursuance of this aggressive course, the USA, Britain and 
France, grossly ignoring the protests of the USSR at a 
separate conference in London as early as 1948, 



1 International Relations after the Second World War, 
Moscow, 1963, Vol.11, pp. 358-359 (in Russian) 
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agreed to unite the zones occupied by them into a separate 
German state, to carry out a monetary reform in them, to 
introduce a single monetary unit and to relinquish the 
four-sided control over the Ruhr region. 

On May 27, 1952 France, the FRG, Italy, Belgium, 
Holland and Luxembourg signed the Paris Treaty for the 
setting up of a European defence community with its 
own armed forces and a common budget. Under US pres- 
sure the armed forces of this community were later in- 
cluded within the framework of NATO. This was a crude 
manoeuvre on the part of the Western imperialists de- 
signed to legalize the rebirth of the Wehrmacht in the 
FRG and make it part of the Allied Armed Forces of 
NATO. This was a gross violation of the ban on the restor- 
ation of the German army. This caused serious concern 
among Europe's peace-loving community and resolute pro- 
tests on the part of the socialist states. As a result, the 
ratification of the treaty was delayed for nearly two years. 

Despite the indignation of the peace forces in the world, 
the reactionary forces in the USA and the other NATO 
countries carried on with their course of involving the 
FRG into NATO policies. This led to the signature in 
October 1954 of the Paris accords which definitely opened 
the way for the inclusion of the FRG in NATO, gave the 
green light to revanchism in West Germany and complicated 
exceedingly the situation in Europe. Contrary to the Yalta 
and Potsdam agreements, they proclaimed as unsettled the 
issue of Germany's borders, thus giving her legal grounds for 
territorial claims on her eastern neighbours. The Federal 
Republic of Germany was allowed to set up its own armed 
forces of 12 corps numbering up to 500,000 men, while the 
US, Great Britain and France were given the right to deploy 
forces of their own on the territory of the FRG in immedi- 
ate proximity to the boundaries of the socialist states. 

With the army of the FRG included in the Allied Armed 
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Forces of NATO, the West German generals could already 
have a say in deciding on the use of the nuclear weapon. 

After the ratification of the Paris accords on May 5, 
1955, the FRG became a full NATO member with all the 
dangerous consequences for peace in Europe stemming 
therefrom. The Bonn government instantly introduced com- 
pulsory military service and proceeded with the creation of 
500,000-strong army. 

At the same time, the Western governments launched an 
unbridled anti-communist campaign of unprecedented pro- 
portions with the aim of discrediting the policy of the 
socialist countries by all means possible and making the 
necessary psychological preparations for war. The US creat- 
ed the 'massive retribution' doctrine which provided for a 
massive and unrestricted use of America's whole nuclear 
might in the event of an armed conflict between the US and 
the Soviet Union. The American government proclaimed the 
'policy at the brink of war' as an official line of its foreign 
policy. 

All this exacerbated the international situation to the 
extreme and created an imminent danger of an aggressive 
NATO attack against the USSR and the people's democ- 
racies. 

Guided by the endeavour to preserve peace, and pursu- 
ing firmly a-id unswerwingiy a policy of peaceful coexist- 
ence between states with different social systems, the USSR 
and the other countries that had embarked upon the social- 
ist road did their utmost to disallow the division of the 
world into two opposed military-political blocs, to check 
the arms race and restore understanding with the Western 
capitalist states for a peaceful settlement of all controversial 
issues and the setting up of a collective security system in 
Europe. During that period they did not set up a military- 
political alliance of their own and did not set up a military 
organization of their own for their collective defence, but 
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limited themselves to the conclusion of bilateral friendship 
and mutual assistance agreements, which were mainly di- 
rected against foreign aggression. These agreements did not 
envisage the setting up of bodies for coordinating the mili- 
tary and political efforts of the contracting parties, or for 
joint command, even on a bilateral basis. They were fully in 
consonance with the UN Charter. 

Meanwhile, the USSR and the people's democracies 
came up with a number of initiatives to deviate the Western 
states from the dangerous path of confrontation and war. In 
September 1950, the Soviet delegation submitted to the UN 
General Assembly a draft-declaration for removing the 
threat of a new war, in which it was proposed that war pro- 
paganda should be forbidden, that the nuclear weapon 
should be placed under strict international control, that the 
Great Powers should already in 1951 cut down their armed 
forces by one-third and consider possibilities for further re- 
duction, that they should sign among themselves a pact of 
peace and that a conference of their foreign ministers 
should be called at the beginning of 1951 to review the im- 
plementation of the agreement on the demilitarization of 
Germany. In February 1954 the Soviet government submit- 
ted to the Foreign Ministers 1 Conference in Berlin a draft 
for an all-European collective security treaty, which envi- 
saged the participation of all European states in the treaty, 
irrespective of the differences in their social systems. 

The joint declaration of the governments of the social- 
ist countries of 1954 reads among other: 'Genuine security 
in Europe could be guaranteed only by a system of collect- 
ive security and not by closed military groupings of several 
European states directed against other European states. 
A security system involving all the European states regard- 
less of their social and state systems, would allow them to 
pool their efforts in the interest of securing peace in 
Europe. Naturally, the participation of the German people 
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in the settlement of these all-European problems on an 
equal footing must be guaranteed. The USA could also 
join such a collective security system. 

The all-European system of collective security must 
provide for the states participating in it to assume the 
obligation to settle all controversies that may arise between 
them in accordance with the UN Charter, in such a way that 
peace and security in Europe should not be put in 
jeopardy...' 1 

Soon after the Berlin Conference of Foreign Ministers, 
the Soviet government expressed readiness to discuss to- 
gether with the other parties concerned the question of 
including the USSR in NATO so as to put an end to the 
latter's aggressiveness and to its being a closed class anti- 
socialist alliance. This proposal, too, which had stirred a 
broad public response, was rejected by the Western coun- 
tries. 

The USSR and the other socialist countries reacted most 
energetically against the Western countries' Paris accords of 
October 23, 1954, which opened the way for the remilita- 
rization of the FRG and for its inclusion in NATO. After 
the signing of these accords on November 29, 1954 the 
Soviet government proposed that a conference of all 
European states should be called in Paris or in Moscow to 
discuss the question of securing peace in Europe. The 
Western states turned down the proposal and hastened to 
ratify the Paris accords. 

After all these futile attempts to stop the war prepa- 
rations of the Western countries, the European social- 
ist states were compelled to take the necessary measures 
for guaranteeing their security. In the situation in Europe 
following the ratification of the Paris accords, the bilateral 



Foreign Policy of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, 
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friendship and mutual assistance treaties signed between 
some of them, proved insufficient to guarantee their col- 
lective defence. It was necessary to settle this question 
jointly on a multilateral basis. In March 1955 the USSR and 
the other European socialist states, except Yugoslavia, held 
consultations on the preparation of a multilateral treaty, 
and on May 15, 1955 this treaty was signed at a ceremony 
in Warsaw. 

The concluding communique of the Warsaw Conference 
says: 

'The participants in the Warsaw Conference discussed all 
aspects of the changes in the international situation con- 
nected with the ratification of the Paris military accoids and 
found that the ratification of the Paris accords which provide 
for the formation of a new military grouping in the form of 
a Western European Union with the participation of remili- 
tarized West Germany and with her inclusion in the North 
Atlantic Alliance, increases the danger of a new war and 
creates a threat to the national security of the peaceful 
states. 

The states participating in the Warsaw Conference 
decided to take the necessary measures for guaranteeing 
their security and for maintaining peace in Europe. 

For this purpose the states participating in the Warsaw 
Conference concluded a treaty of friendship, cooperation 
and mutual assistance'. 



1 Organization of the Warsaw Treaty. Documents 1955 
1980, pp. 15-16 (in Bulgarian) 
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AIMS AND CHARACTER OF THE WARSAW TREATY 



As a result of the actions of the Western governments in 
the first half of the '50s, the danger of an imperialist aggres- 
sion in Europe against the USSR and the people's democracies 
drastically increased. In December 1954, the NATO Council 
decided to place atomic arms at the disposal of the alliance's 
member-states. On May 5, 1955 the Paris accords went into 
effect. The FRG became a full NATO member. At that time 
her government was headed by representatives of the most 
reactionary forces in the country and was pursuing an ex- 
tremely rightist revanchist policy. The US and Britain not 
only failed to oppose the revanchist ambitions of the federal 
government of Chancellor Adenauer, but encouraged them 
by all means possible. 

The political situation in Europe was very much like that 
in the years immediately preceding the Second World War, 
when in their endeavour to push the nazi war machine east- 
ward against the USSR, Britain and France refused to accept 
the Soviet proposal for the establishment of a collective 
security system in Europe and signed the infamous Munich 
agreements. The people of the Soviet Union and the other 
socialist countries very well remembered to what disastrous 
consequences this treacherous and conciliatory policy of the 
Western countries with regard to nazi Germany had led. It 
had untied the hands of the fascist aggressors for the imple- 
mentation of their revanchist ambitions and had accelerated 
the outbreak of the Second World War with all its terrible 
consequences for the European peoples. 

The main lesson of the Second World War was that a 
powerful system of collective security had to be put up 
against the forces striving for aggression and revanchism, that 
the lack of such a system could tempt the new seekers of 
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world domination and their revanchist ally, the remilitarized 
FRG, to start a new war which, given the new means of war- 
fare, would face humanity with a veritable disaster. The 
uations of Europe had paid quite a dear price for this lesson 
and could not afford to forget it. 

Precisely for this reason the governments of the socialist 
states spared no effort to forestall the division of the world 
into two opposite camps, the formation of an aggressive 
military-political grouping in Western Europe, the remilita- 
rization of Germany and the rebirth of revanchism in her. 
They campaigned with firmness and consistency for the 
triumph of the policy of peaceful coexistence of states with 
different social systems. This policy stems from the inner 
essence of the socialist state and social system, to which wars 
as a barbarous method of settling controversial issues among 
states, are alien. 

The appearance of socialism and its development in one 
country or another is a result of the action of the objective 
laws of social development in it, of the struggle of the work- 
ing class and its allies. The triumph of the socialist revolution 
in a given country is possible only when the necessary con- 
ditions for it have become ripe. It cannot be imported from 
abroad. The export of revolution is alien to the Marxist- 
Leninist ideology and to the practice of the communist 
parties and that is why no socialist state sets itself such ad- 
venturistic tasks. The leftist theory of the export of revolu- 
tion was rejected and mercilessly unmasked already by 
Lenin; 'Such a theory', he used to say, 'would lead to com- 
plete rift with Marxism, which has always rejected the "urg- 
ing on" of the revolution.' * 

Every country in which the socialist revolution has 
triumphed is vitally interested in the preservation of peace 



1 From Where the Threat to Peace Stems, Voyenizdat 
USSR, 1984, p.94 (in Russian) 
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as an extremely important condition for the attainment of 
its main goal — the construction of the socialist society and 
the triumph of socialism in its peaceful competition with 

capitalism. It is along this road, and not along the road of 
wars and military adventures that the communist parties see 
the inevitable victory of socialism worldwide. 

That is why the triumph of socialism in individual coun- 
tries as a result of the action of the objective laws of social 
development does not inevitably lead to the formation of 
opposed military-political groupings in the world or to the 
kindling of 1 wars. The formation of such groupings is not a 
law-governed regularity of the socialist society. It is solely a 
result of the aggressive policy of the imperialist states, of 
their aspiration to put an end to socialism and to restore 
capitalism in the socialist countries by force, to secure their 
unquestioned domination in the world and check the course 
of historical development. 

It is precisely on this that Lenin's precept of the peace- 
ful coexistence of states with different social systems is bas- 
ed. It is the basic and inalienable principle in the foreign 
policy of the USSR and the other socialist countries. This 
principle stems from Lenin's theory about the possibility for 
socialism to triumph in one or in a certain groups of coun- 
tries. It is an extension of this theory. With the allowance of 
this possibility there arises the question as to what the re- 
lations of the country or countries having a socialist social 
system with the capitalist states should be. To this question 
Lenin's answer is that they should be based on the prin- 
ciple of peaceful coexistence. Any other approach carries 
the danger of a restoration of capitalism. 

The peaceful coexistence of states with different social 
systems was treated by Lenin not as peace between classes, 
but as a form of class struggle. It is possible only in the 
sphere of external relations, and not in the field of ideology 
or in the struggle between the classes within the capitalist 
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society. Lenin's theory about the possibility of the triumph 
of socialism in a single state or in a group of states and the 
principle of peaceful coexistence of states with different 
state and social systems are a full negation of Trotsky's 
permanent revolution theory, which Lenin stigmatized as 
treacherous. 

Proceeding from this, and taking into consideration the 
lessons of the Second World War, the European socialist 
states, in reply to the aggressive actions of the Western im- 
perialists who set up a military-political alliance, included in 
it the FRG and started large-scale preparations for war, were 
compelled to conclude the Warsaw Treaty and to unite their 
efforts for a joint rebuff to the aggressor. 

The aims of the Warsaw Treaty were very clearly formu- 
lated both in the text of the treaty itself and in the conclud- 
ing communique of the Warsaw Conference of May 14, 1955. 

The topmost priority of the Warsaw Treaty is to guaran- 
tee peace and security in Europe. It is precisely in this way 
that it is formulated in the preamble and in Art. 3 of the 
treaty as well as in the title of the concluding communique of 
the Warsaw Conference. The conclusion of the Warsaw 
Treaty was a continuation of the socialist states' policy of 
building up a collective security system in Europe, but under 
different conditions i.e. at a time when the Western imperial- 
ist states had not only refused to join such a system, but had 
already created an aggressive military-political bloc which 
posed a direct threat to peace and security in Europe. The 
conclusion of the Warsaw Treaty was not a voluntary choice, 
but was an act objectively forced upon the socialist states. 

The signing of the Warsaw Treaty took place six whole 
years after the setting up of NATO, a period during which 
the Soviet Union and the other socialist states made colossal 
efforts to divert the Western states from their dangerous 
course of preparing for aggressive wars and to attract them to 
the establishment of a commom system of collective security 
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in Europe. A look at the minutes of all international forums 
of that time will reveal that the question of preserving peace 
and establishing a collective security system in Europe, pre- 
venting the remilitarization of Germany, continuing inter- 
state cooperation in all spheres; banning the atomic weapon 
and curtailing the other kinds of arms, concluding a treaty 
on the non-use of force, etc. occupied a central place in all 
speeches and reports of the representatives of Soviet diplo- 
macy and of the diplomats of the other socialist coun- 
tries. As these constructive and peaceful proposals were re- 
jected by the Western countries which continued to height- 
en tensions and to strengthen NATO, on March 31, 1954 
the Soviet government, in a note to the governments of the 
USA, Britain and France, expressed readiness to discuss 
together with the interested countries the question of in- 
cluding the USSR in NATO. 

The Western countries rejected this proposal, too, point- 
ing out in their reply to the Soviet government that the 
USSR could not be admitted to NATO, because the latter 
was an 'association of equally thinking states*. 

It is hardly necessary to prove the inconsistency of this 
reply. It was clear to the whole world what lay behind it. 
Thereby the Western states reaffirmed in a most unambi- 
guous way the full justification of the Soviet warnings that 
the NATO was not an instrument of peace, but an aggressive 
bloc for the preparation and waging of war against the 
socialist states. If it pursued really peaceful aims, why did 
its founders refuse to admit the USSR to membership when 
it was absolutely clear that such a step would not be detri- 
mental to the preservation of peace, but would, on the con- 
trary, help consolidate it and would transform this closed 
aggressive bloc into a system of collective security. It be- 
came obvious that NATO was pursuing quite opposite aims. 

Besides the above-mentioned topmost priority, from the 
text of the Warsaw Treaty it becomes clear that embodied 
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in it are also some other goals which are in full unity and 
harmony with the main aim. 

In the first paragraph of the preamble to the treaty, the 
accent is laid on the endeavour of its signatories to set up a 
collective security system in Europe with the participation 
of all European states, irrespective of their social system. 
Consequently, this goal does not drop with the signing 
of the Warsaw Treaty, and the Warsaw alliance of the so- 
cialist countries is in fact such a system, though without 
the participation of all European states. The fact that it 
does not include all European states is no fault of its found- 
ers, but is to be blamed on those European circles who are 
against such a system. 

The inclusion of such an aim in the Warsaw Treaty tes- 
tifies to the very consistent and lasting character of the foreign 
policy of the socialist countries, as well as to the farsighted- 
ness of this policy. In spite of the impossibility, because of 
the reluctance of the governments of the imperialist states, 
to set up a collective security system in Europe with the 
participation of all countries, this question remains open. 
The doors of the Warsaw Treaty as a prototype of such a 
system are open for any state wishing to enter it and join 
its efforts for the preservation of peace in Europe. 

It is quite obvious that the establishment of a collective 
security system is not the main aim of the Warsaw Treaty. 
While its main aim is the preservation of peace in Europe, 
the establishment of such a system does not contradict 
this aim, but would help achieve it. In this sense, the es- 
tablishment of a collective security system can be viewed 
not only as one of the pact's goals but also as a means of 
preserving peace, which is the main aim of the Warsaw 
Treaty. 

Another aim of the Warsaw Treaty is the consolidation 
of friendship, cooperation and mutual assistance among the 
member-states. 
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This is essential for the all-round development of the 
socialist community countries, for increasing their econom- 
ic, moral, political and military potential and strengthening 
their unity. On the one hand, all this enhances the power of 
attraction of real socialism and increases its impact on the 
consciousness of the working people not only in the social- 
ist, but also in the capitalist and developing countries, thus 
stimulating the world revolutionary process and, on the 
other, augments the defence capability of the socialist 
community countries and their ability to resist the ag- 
gressive aspirations of imperialism and to nip them already 
in the bud. In this sense, friendship, cooperation and 
mutual assistance play a major role in the preservation of 
world peace. 

This goal also has a more concrete, purely military signi- 
ficance, in the sense of friendship, cooperation and mutual 
assistance among the socialist countries in the development 
of their armed forces and in the latter's employment for 
strategic, operative and tactical purposes in the event of 
war, for joint operations for securing the socialist coun- 
tries' collective defence. 

By and large, the strengthening of friendship, coopera- 
tion and mutual assistance among the socialist countries is 
not only a powerful driving force of their overall develop- 
ment but also plays a major role in increasing their defence 
capability and in safeguarding peace. Moreover, the Warsaw 
Treaty does not in any way affect the interests of coun- 
tries which are not its members. 

In the text of the Warsaw Treaty also provides for 
cooperation of its members with other states which have a 
stake in a universal reduction of armaments and in banning 
the atomic, hydrogen and other weapons of mass destruc- 
tion. 

The struggle for peace and disarmament has always been 
and shall continue to be an immutable feature of the social- 
ist countries' foreign policy. It is not dictated by temporary 
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or ad hoc considerations, but stems from the very nature of 
the socialist system which is, in the full sense of the word, 
an antipode to war. The socialist countries have always been 
against the use of military force in inter-state relations and 
whenever they resorted to such force it was through the 
fault of those who infringed upon their security. 

The classics of Marxism-Leninism have repeatedly 
underlined their positive attitude towards the policy of dis- 
armament. Engels wrote that 'disarmament and hence the 
guaranteeing of peace, is possible'. The idea of disarmament, 
as an important foreign policy principle, was advanced by 
Lenin who clearly declared that 'disarmament is the ideal of 
socialism'. 

At international forums even before the Second World 
War Soviet representatives put forth a number of proposals 
for disarmament and for reducing armaments. After the 
Second World War, already at the first session of the UN Ge- 
neral Assembly in October 1946, the Soviet government 
tabled a proposal for a general reduction of armaments and 
armed forces. Even though this proposal was backed up by 
the majority of countries, the Western states rejected it. At 
the subsequent sessions of the General Assembly, the USSR 
continued to make concrete proposals for disarmament and 
for curtailing the armed forces of the countries. Such pro- 
posals were also made by the other socialist countries. In 
spite of the reluctance of the Western states to heed these 
proposals, the socialist states made several unilateral reduc- 
tions of their armed forces. For instance, between 1955 and 
1958 they cut down the numerical strength of their forces 
by a total of 2,477,000 men, and in May 1958 the Political 
Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty countries 
took a decision for unilateral curtailment of their armed 
forces by another 41 9,000 men. 



1 Organization of the Warsaw Treaty. Documents 1955 
1980, p. 30 and 44 (in Bulgarian) 
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The socialist countries have been particularly insistent 
on banning mass destruction weapons. The Soviet Union 
remained firmly committed to this line even after the US 
lost its nuclear monopoly. At the end of 1949, the Soviet 
representative in the Special Political Committee of the UN 
General Assembly declared: 'Although it possesses the 
atomic weapon, the USSR insists as firmly as ever on an un- 
conditional ban on the use of this weapon.' 1 In November 
1954, the Soviet Union submitted to the UN General 
Assembly the draft for an agreement on a complete ban of 
hydrogen and all mass destruction weapons. In May 1955 
it proposed that all state reserves of atomic and hydrogen 
weapons should be destroyed. 

The socialist countries have repeatedly called for cut- 
ting down strategic nuclear arms, for banning the neutron 
weapon, for outlawing the militarization of space, etc., and 
have expressed unreserved readiness for a practical solution 
of these problems. 

Another priority of the Warsaw Treaty is the strengthen- 
ing of the joint defence of its member-states so as to guaran- 
tee their security and peaceful development. In fact, this is 
the purpose of their friendship, cooperation and mutual 
assistance in the field of politics, economy and culture. But 
under certain conditions, in case of overt military aggression 
by the imperialist states against the socialist countries, this 
will not be enough to secure peace and guarantee their 
security. A decisive role will then be played by joint de- 
fence, which presupposes employment of the Allied Armed 
Forces according to a unified plan, under a unified com- 
mand and in closest strategic and operative-tactical coopera- 
tion. That is why Art. 5 of the treaty provides for the es- 
tablishment of a Unified Command of armed forces 'which 



1 The Foreign Policy of the USSR, 1949, Moscow, p.540 
(in Russian) 
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by agreement of the countries will be set aside and placed 
under this command, which will be acting on the basis of 
jointly established principles'. Further on the same article 
stipulates that the Warsaw Treaty member-states 'also take 
other measures for strengthening their defence capability...' 
This does not confine joint defence actions to the establish- 
ment of a Unified Command and to the allocation of military 
contingents alone, but also offers a possibility for implement- 
ing other measures, depending on circumstances. These mea- 
sures may include joint operative strategic planning, regroup- 
ing of forces and means, equipping defence facilities, etc. 

The Warsaw Treaty provides that in case of an armed 
attack against one or several member-states by one or a group 
of states, assistance shall be rendered to the attacked country 
without delay, individually or by agreement with the other 
members of the Treaty, by all means at their command, force 
of arms included. The compulsory involvement of the armed 
forces of the allied states in repelling a possible attack on 
one or several Warsaw Treaty member-states is another im- 
portant facet of their joint defence. It is also a serious warn- 
ing against any possible aggressor that if he dares attack a 
Warsaw Treaty country, the whole might of this alliance will 
rise against him. 

The most important feature of the Warsaw Treaty is its 
defensive character which is clearly evidenced both by every 
letter of the treaty and by the member-states' activities dur- 
ing its 30 years of existence. The treaty contains no clauses 
threatening other countries with attack, putting forward 
claims on foreign territories, providing for interference in 
the home affairs of other countries, etc. 

Never in the past thirty years have the Warsaw Treaty 
countries provoked a single military conflict or exacerbated 
tension in any part of the world. On the contrary, all their 
efforts have been concentrated on the preservation of peace. 

On many cases their energetic actions have helped cool 
down the temper of military hotheads and adventurers and 
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have prevented the outbreak of wars or have helped putting 
an end to military conflicts. In 1956 the decisive warning of 
the Warsaw Treaty countries and the actions of the other 
states made Britain, France and Israel end their aggression 
against Egypt, That same year, the counter-revolutionary 
rebellion in Hungary was stamped out with the fraternal help 
of the Soviet Army. The main credit for cutting short the im- 
perialist aggression against Syria and Iraq in 1957 and 1958 
also belongs to the Warsaw Treaty countries. In 1962 they 
rendered decisive assistance to the Cuban people against the 
aspirations of US imperialism. In 1967 and 1973 they stood 
firmly on the side of the Arab countries, forcing Israel to 
discontinue its predatory attacks against them. In 1968 the 
Warsaw Treaty countries barred the road of the counterre- 
volution in Czechoslovakia. Leaning on their fraternal poli- 
tical, moral and material assistance, the Vietnamese people 
fought uncompromisingly for seven years against the Ameri- 
can aggressors and forced them to withdraw from Indochina 
with disgrace. 

The member-countries of the Warsaw Treaty have in all 
their actions been guided solely by a profound concefn for 
the future of peace and security in Europe. They have never 
ceased campaigning for the establishment of a collective se- 
curity system in Europe with the participation of all Europe- 
an states, regardless of their social system, as pointed out in 
the preamble to the treaty. 

Precisely this is the main distinction between the Warsaw 
Treaty and all imperialist military-political alliances which 
pursue diametrically opposite goals such as the preparation 
and waging of aggressive wars, violation of obligations assum- 
ed by contract, failure to acknowledge the realities establish- 
ed after the Second World War and patronage over revan- 
chists. A most vivid proof of this is NATO. 

Not a single military conflict or hotbed of tension in the 
world after the Second World War has arisen without the 
direct participation of NATO or some of its members, e.g. 
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the 1949-1951 war against Korea, the 1953 Berlin revolt 
staged by the Western countries against the GDR, the over- 
throw of Guatemala's lawful government in 1954 by insur- 
rectionists sent by the CIA whose actions were supported 
by the US Air Force, the armed assistance which the US 
Sixth Fleet operating in the Mediterranean rendered in 1958 
to the reactionary government of Lebanon in the struggle 
against the progressive forces in the country, the attempted 
invasion of Cuba in 1961, the brutal US agreession in Indo- 
china in 1965-1972, the suppression of the popular uprising 
in the Dominican Republic by US marines and air-force land- 
ing troops in 1965, the all-round support rendered by the US 
to the Israeli aggressions against the Arab peoples in 1967 
and 1973, the sending of troops into Lebanon in 1982 for 
carrying out punitive operations against the national-patriotic 
forces, the capture of the Falkland (Malvin) Islands by Bri- 
tain in 1982, the piratic US attack against Grenada in 1983, 
the continuous infiltration of counter-revolutionary gangs 
into Afghanistan and Nicaragua, the French military inter- 
vention in Chad, the subversive activities of the US against 
the national liberation movements in Guatemala. The list of 
all these actions is indeed very long, and the above examples 
go to prove quite unambiguously the aggressive character of 
NATO. 

The defensive character of the Warsaw Treaty can also 
clearly be seen from its Art. 11 which provides for a termina- 
tion of the effectiveness of the -Warsaw Treaty in case a col- 
lective security system is set up in Europe by an all-European 
treaty. In this spirit, already in July 1955 at the Geneva con- 
ference of the heads of government of the four Great Powers, 
the USSR came forward with the draft for an all-European 
treaty on collective security in Europe, which also provided 
for dismantling the Warsaw Treaty and NATO. 

Another characteristic feature of the Warsaw Treaty is its 
exceptionally democratic character. Membership in it is per- 
fectly free. The treaty is effective for 20 years. According to 
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Art. 11, for those member-states which have not formally 
announced that they denounce it one year prior to the ex- 
piry of this term, the treaty remains in force for another ten 
years. 

Unlike NATO, which is a closed class group, the Warsaw 
Treaty is open to all countries which are ready to join in a 
collective security system in Europe, regardless of their state 
and social system. Moreover, the procedure of acceding to 
the Warsaw Treaty is exceedingly simple. 

Non-capitalist countries cannot be admitted to NATO, 
SEATO, the Organization of American States (OAS), and 
other imperialistic blocs. The resolution of the 8th Consulta- 
tive Conference of OAS says that 'the sympathizing of any 
OAS member with the ideas of Marxism-Leninism is incom- 
patibe with its stay in the pan- American system'. 

The organizational structure of the Warsaw Treaty bodies 
fully corresponds to its defensive character. The supreme 
body of the Warsaw Treaty Organization is the Political Con- 
sultative Committee. According to Art. 6 of the treaty, its 
purpose is to effect the consultations among the member- 
states, as envisaged by the treaty, and to examine any ques- 
tions that may arise in connection with the treaty's action 
and its implementation. 

By a special decision of the Warsaw Treaty member-states 
to set up a Unified Command, of May 14, 1955, the Political 
Consultative Committee (PCC) has also been entrusted with 
the function of deciding the general questions concerning the 
strengthening of the defensive capacity of the allied coun- 
tries. Art. 6 of the treaty gives the Political Consultative 
Committee the right to set up the necessary auxiliary bodies 
of the Warsaw Treaty. 

In accordance with Art. 6 of the treaty, every member- 
state participates in the Political Consultative Committee 
with a member of its government, or with other specially 
appointed representatives. In practice, however, since 1960 
participants in the sessions of the Political Consultative 
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Committee have been the general (first) secretaries of the 
central committees of the communist and workers' parties, 
the heads of government of the member-states and theCom- 
mander-in-chief of the Allied Armed Forces. Usually the 
defence and foreign ministers are also invited to the sessions 
of the Political Consultative Committee. 

All members of the Political Consultative Committee 
have equal rights and obligations. At the sessions of the Polit- 
ical Consultative Committee each country is entitled to only 
one vote. These sessions are held successively in the different 
member-countries and are presided over by the representative 
of the host-country. 

The decisions of the Political Consultative Committee ex- 
press the coordinated position of the member-states. They 
are reflected in statements, declarations, communiques, prog- 
rammes, etc., and serve as basis for the actions of the mem- 
ber-states for the preservation of peace and for guaranteeing 
their security. The decisions of the Political Consultative 
Committee concerning the collective security of the member- 
states are a guiding principle for the Unified Command and 
the other military bodies of the Warsaw Treaty. 

Up to now the entire activity of the PCC has been charac- 
terized by its high organization, purposefulness and fruitful- 
ness, 

By a special decision of May 14, 1955 the Warsaw Treaty 
countries set up a Unified Command of the Allied Armed 
Forces with a Commander-in-chief and deputies from each 
member-state with the rank of ministers of defence or other 
senior military officials. Under the Commander-in-chief 
a Staff of the Allied Armed Forces was set up. The Com- 
mander-in-chief and the Staff of the Allied Armed Forces are 
permanently acting bodies, which guide and coordinate the 
activity of the Allied Armed Forces and are based in Moscow. 
The Staff includes permanent representatives of the general 
staffs of the member-countries. 
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At first these Warsaw Treaty bodies performed success- 
fully the functions with which they were entrusted. Subse- 
quently, however, increased cooperation between the mem- 
ber-states and their armed forces within the treaty, necessitat- 
ed a refinement of some of the existing Warsaw Treaty 
bodies and the establishment of new ones. 

Set up by decision of the Political Consultative Commit- 
tee of March 17, 1969 were a Warsaw Treaty Defence Minis- 
ters' Committee, a Military Council of the Allied Armed 
Forces, a Technical Committee, a Military Techno-Scientific 
Council and some other bodies of the Allied Armed Forces. 
By the same decision the rank of the Deputy Commander- 
in-chief by countries was changed, an instruction being given 
that deputy defence ministers or chiefs of general staffs 
should be appointed as such. 

Thus, the Warsaw Treaty military management and com- 
mand bodies were further refined, which had a favourable 
effect on their work on the fulfilment of the tasks with 
which they were entrusted. 

With a view to improving coordination and cooperation 
among the Warsaw Treaty member-states in the field of 
foreign policy, at its session at Bucharest in November 1976, 
the Political Consultative Committee took a decision to set 
up a Foreign Ministers' Committee and a United Secretar- 
iat, which have been successfully performing their functions 
as bodies of the Political Consultative Committee for nearly 
a decade. 

The mutual relations between the Warsaw Treaty mem- 
ber-countries are based on certain principles in the Treaty, re- 
affirmed by many years of practice. These principles charac- 
terize the Warsaw Treaty as highly noble fraternal and demo- 
cratic alliance of socialist states. This is an entirely new kind 
of alliance unknown in bourgeois practice. Some of the prin- 
ciples of the Warsaw Treaty are well known in international 
law and are reflected in separate agreements between capital- 
ist states, but in this instance they are genuine principles 
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which are observed absolutely in the relations between the 
treaty's member-states and really regulate these relations. 

The first principle in the mutual relations of the Warsaw 
Treaty countries is their absolute equality and complete res- 
pect for each other's sovereignty. This principle is contained 
in the fifth paragraph of the preamble where we read: '... in 
accordance with the principles of respect for the indepen- 
dence and sovereignty of the states, and of non-interference 
in home affairs', as well as in Art. 8 in which there is a similar 
formulation, namely: *... in following the principles of mu- 
tual respect for their independence and sovereignty'. 

All countries regardless of their size, population, econom- 
ic might and role in world affairs, have equal rights and obli- 
gations under the treaty and in the Political Consultative 
Committee they are entitled one vote each. Never in the 
history of the Warsaw Treaty has any of its member-states 
been deprived of its sovereign rights or obtained advantages 
at the expense of another one. 

In the text of the North Atlantic pact there is no stipu- 
lation whatsoever concerning the sovereign equality of the 
member- countries. On many occasions the US has exercised 
gross pressure on its partners, imposing on them decisions 
which are in its own interests and to the detriment of 
the other NATO members. A case in point was the siting of 
American medium-range missiles in Western Europe. It is 
well known to what a massive pressure the government of 
Belgium, Holland and Denmark were subjected in this con- 
nection. Or let us take the question of extending the term of 
the American bases in Greece. In this case, too, the US has 
been putting incredibly big pressure on the Greek govern- 
ment in order to make it accept its conditions. 

What should be said of the embargo on the sale of equip- 
ment for the gas-pipeline from the USSR to Western Europe, 
of the imposition of sanctions against Poland, of the intro- 
duction of restrictions on the export of electronic and other 
equipment to the USSR and the other socialist countries? 
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Few people would believe that in these instances, too, the US 
has been guided by the common interests of NATO, and are 
not seeking political, economic and military strategic advan- 
tages for itself. 

The US did not coordinate its piratic attack against Cuba 
in 1961, nor that against Grenada in 1983 with its NATO 
allies, a fact which aroused the disapproval of many of them. 
Even such a staunch US ally like Margaret Thatcher voiced 
disagreement with the American aggression against Grenada. 
The French government likewise expressed disapproval of the 
aggressive actions of the US against Nicaragua. The US admi- 
nistration, however, often ignores the opinion of its allies and 
is guided solely by the interests of the American monopolies. 

The disregard for the sovereignty of its allies by the USA 
was the reason why France left, followed later by Greece, the 
NATO military organization. In this connection the former 
President of France, General de Gaul declared: '... in general, 
it is a matter of restoring the normal sovereignty over every- 
thing which is really French, such as the land, the sky, the 
sea, the armed forces. Very interesting in this respect is the 
characterization of the attitude of the US administration to- 
wards its allies, given in April 1978 by the West German ma- 

ga?i)ie Der Spiegel. It wrote: 'Carter reduces the Europeans 
and first of all the West Germans to the level of executors of 
orders, stressing in particular his role as a superpower 
leader'. 

The lack of relations of equality, disregard for the sove- 
reignty of the partners, the application of rude diktat on the 
part of the US was the main reason for the disintegration of 
the CENTO alliance. The communique issued by the Foreign 
Ministry of Iran upon its leaving this imperialist bloc said: 
This bloc is a tool of the Western states for defending their 
interests'. 



1 Krasnaya Zvezda, February 2, 1979 (in Russian) 

2 Der Spiegel, April 1 4, 1 978 (in German) 
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Another characteristic principle which regulates the mu- 
tual relations of the Warsaw Treaty member-countries is non- 
interference in home affairs. The member-states are guarante- 
ed against interference in their home affairs by the allies and 
all home problems are resolved by their sovereign govern- 
ments. 

The situation in the imperialist pacts is quite different. 
For instance, Art. 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty contains 
a stipulation, according to which the actions of internal revo- 
lutionary forces with the use of arms can also be considered 
as aggression against the member-countries, giving the other 
allied countries the right to intervene in their home affairs by 
military means. A similar formulation is contained in Art. 4 
of the Manila Treaty (CENTO), as well as in the Baghdad 
Pact with regard to Iraq. 

But the US is not the only imperialist state which inter- 
feres grossly in the affairs of other states. Such an interven- 
tion has also been perpetrated by France in Chad and, 
together with other NATO countries, in Zaire and Lebanon. 
Sending US, British and French naval formations to the 
Red Sea under the pretext of cleaning it from mines is also 
an act of pressure against the countries of that region. 

Imperialist propaganda carefully passes over in silence all 
instances of gross interference on the part of the USA, Bri- 
tain and France in the home affairs of other countries. It 
says nothing about the relations of inequality between the 
member-states of NATO and other imperialist blocs, but 
raises an incredibly great noise in connection with the fra- 
ternal help which the Warsaw Treaty countries render to 
their allies and friends to defend them against counter-revolu- 
tionary terror encouraged by imperialism, as was the case 
with Hungary in 1956, with Czechoslovakia in 1968, and 
with Afghanistan in 1979. Even when the lawful govern- 
ment of a given country takes decisive measures in defence 
of the existing system, as was the case in Poland in December, 
1981, this is presented as intervention by the USSR and all 
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sorts of sanctions are imposed against it. This is obviously a 
deliberate misinterpretation of notions and a distortion of 
the truth. 

An important principle of the Warsaw Treaty is the obli- 
gation of the member-countries to refrain from threatening 
with force and from using force and to settle all international 
disputes by peaceful means. This principle is formulated in 
Art. 1 of the treaty, which says: The contracting parties are 
obliged, in accordance with the UN Charter, to refrain in 
their international relations from a threat with force or the 
use of force and to resolve their imternational disputes by 
peaceful means, so that they do not threaten international 
peace and security'. 

Experience has confirmed the fact that in their interna- 
tional relations the Warsaw Treaty countries strictly abide by 
this principle. These countries have never resorted to a threat 
with force or use of force for the purpose of settling contro- 
versial questions, which cannot be said of the US and its 
allies. According to data released by the American Brook- 
ings Institution, in the period between 1946 and 1975 alone, 
the US used military force on 215 occasions for achieving 
their imperial ends, the use of nuclear weapons was consider- 
ed on 19 occasions, including 4 times against the USSR. More 
than 10 million people have perished in all wars and armed 
conflicts provoked, waged or supported by the imperialist 
forces since 1945. 

The USSR and the other Warsaw Treaty countries are 
making great efforts to spread the principle of non-use of 
force worldwide, as evidenced by the proposal contained in 
their declaration of November, 1 978, as well as by their pro- 
posal at the Stockholm Conference for the conclusion of a 
world treaty outlawing the use of force in international relat- 
ions. This proposal was once again put forward in A.Gromy- 
ko's speech at the 39th session of the UN General Assembly 
in 1984 in which he declared: 
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'Would not the implementation of the socialist countries' 
proposals to conclude a treaty on the non-use of military 
force in the relations between the member-states of the War- 
saw Treaty and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization help 
dispell mutual fears? We could only hail the fact, if all states, 
irrespective of whether they belong to military alliances or 
are neutral or non-aligned, assume the obligation not to use 
either nuclear, or conventional arms against each other, in 
other words — not to use force. 

All other principles stemming from the UN Charter, such 
as the principle of self-determination, of respect for human 
rights, of disarmament, etc., are embodied in the relations 
of the member-countries of the Warsaw Treaty. The meaning 
and content of the Warsaw Treaty fully correspond to the 
spirit of the UN Charter. 

Besides the above-mentioned principles which stem from 
the democratic and progressive precepts of international law 
and underlie the UN Charter, some other, higher and purely 
socialist principles, such as the principles of socialist interna- 
tionalism are in action in the relations between the the 
Warsaw Treaty* member-countries. 

Besides friendship, cooperation and mutual assistance, 
this principle also presupposes a proper coordination of the 
national interests of the individual countries with the inte- 
rests of the socialist community as a whole. This lends a 
totally different character to these relations as compared 
with those between the members of the imperialist aggressive 
blocs. Very indicative in this respect is the evaluation of 
NATO made by the Wall Street Journal as early as April 5, 
1949, when it wrote that that treaty was 'a triumph of the 
law of the jungle over international cooperation' and that *it 
has really annulled the UN principles'. 



Rabotnichesko Delo ('Workers' Cause'), No. 272 of Sept. 
28, 1984 (in Bulgarian) 
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A cornerstone of socialist internationalism is the friend- 
ship with the USSR, with the CPSU and the Soviet people. 
They are of exceptional importance for the defence of the 
socialist community, for its development and for the advan- 
cement of the world revolutionary process. This is determin- 
ed by the leading place of the Soviet Union as the first 
socialist state in the world, by its political influence in the 
world, by its economic and military might in the socialist 
camp, by the tremendous obligations and great responsibi- 
lity which it bears for the destinies of mankind, by its rich 
experience in the construction and military defence of 

socialism, which it has gained thanks to its correct and time- 
tested Leninist course. 

Socialist internationalism and socialist patriotism are 
in organic unity with each other. This unity is based on the 
community of the class interests and of the ultimate goal of 
the communist movement. Any attempt to antagonize them 
leads to vulgar nationalism. 'According to us, being a patriot 
of one's socialist country today means one being aware of the 
fact that its destinies are linked with the existence and might 
of the community of fraternal socialist nations, and first of 
all with the USSR', Todor Zhivkov said. 

The strengthening of socialist internationalism presup- 
poses an irreconcilable struggle with nationalism and anti- 
Sovietism in all their forms and nuances. 

As shown by the Warsaw Treaty's 30 years of existence, 
in terms of its aims and character and as regards the prin- 
ciples underlying the mutual relations of the allied countries, 
the militant alliance of the socialist states set up under 
this treaty represents a new stage in the development of their 
cooperation. The main feature of this new stage is the collec- 
tive, many-sided basis of this cooperation which carries a 
number of substantial advantages, compared with bilateral 
cooperation as the main form of cooperation between the 
USSR and the people's democracies prior to the signing of 
the Warsaw Treaty. 
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Bilateral cooperation played a major role in enhancing 
the status of the socialist states. It was a necessary stage in 
the development of cooperation between them. It helped 
overcome a number of political remnants and solve a num- 
ber of economic and other problems the young socialist 
states had inherited from capitalism, speed up their overall de- 
velopment under socialism, lay the foundations of the social- 
ist community and raise its international prestige. The setting 
up of bilateral alliances of the socialist states with the USSR 

enabled them to preserve their integrity and sovereignty. 

The stage of bilateral relations of the socialist states 
was a stage of elaborating the basic principles of these 
relations, overcoming the mistrust between the states and of 
ironing out the profound differences in the social, economic 
and ideological sphere which still existed in the socialist 
states immediately after the war. 

But when, as a result of the separate actions of the re- 
actionary forces in the US and the other Western imperialist 
countries, the aggressive NATO bloc was set up and started 
intensive war preparations, bilateral cooperation between 
the socialist states proved insufficient to guarantee comple- 
tely their security and the preservation of world peace. 
Under these circumstances, the establishment of the War- 
saw Treaty and the reconstruction of the socialist countries' 
cooperation on a multilateral basis became an objective 
necessity. 

This, however, did not mean that the bilateral treaties 
between the socialist states have now lost their significance. 
They still have to play a definite role and it is no accident 
that the terms of their validity are extended. Particularly 
necessary are these treaties with the socialist countries and 
with the countries with a socialist orientation in Asia, 
Africa and America, which do not fall within the European 
region and according to the UN Charter, cannot be included 
in the Warsaw Alliance. 

The Warsaw Treaty raised the cooperation of the 
European socialist states to a new, higher level The slogan 
raised by Karl Marx 'Workers of the world, unite! ' was 
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embodied in a higher form of unity and cooperation — in 
the setting up of a military-political alliance of sovereign 
socialist states. This is a new and exceptionally important 
fact in the history of mankind. 

What are the main advantages of the multilateral co- 
operation established by the Warsaw Treaty among the 
European socialist countries? First of all, this form of co- 
operation offers the best possibilities for combining cor- 
rectly the national interestsof every Warsaw Treaty member- 
country with the common interests of the socialist com- 
munity, as a result of which the Warsaw Alliance is a united 
and harmonious whole. This is of exceptional importance 
not only for the preservation of peace and for guaranteeing 
the security of the socialist states, but also for the attain- 
ment of the global strategic goal of the communist move- 
ment — the triumph of socialism worldwide. The setting up 
of a unified alliance of the Warsaw Treaty member-countries 
ensures the greatest possibilities for every country to take 
part in the elaboration of the uniform strategy of the alli- 
ance in its struggle for the preservation of peace and the 
building up of a collective defence. 

The very fact that, on the strength of historical circum- 
stances, the Warsaw Treaty has remained only an alliance of 
socialist countries with the same state and social system 
and with common class interests, considerably widens its 
sphere of action and its significance. The Warsaw Treaty not 
only helps coordinate the foreign policy of the allied states 
and work out a common foreign policy strategy, but is also 
a centre for the exchange of experience and coordinating 
all matters concerning their socialist upbuilding and deve- 
lopment. Moreover, cooperation among the Warsaw Treaty 
countries, especially in the sphere of socialist construction, 
is not implemented only by state and public bodies, but 
becomes the cause of the broad masses. Fraternal cooperat- 
ion in this field offers a possibility for a closer and more 
fruitful discovery of the general laws of socialist construct- 
ion, for introducing the positive experience of the individual 
countries into the practice of socialist construction, and, 
in the final count, helps accelerate the development of the in- 
dividual countries and of the socialist community as a whole. 
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The Warsaw defensive alliance of the socialist states is 
based on firm socio-political, economic, ideological and nili- 
tary strategic foundations. 

The socio-political foundation of the alliance is determin 
ed by the identical character of the political power and of 
the state and social system in all member-states and by the 
fact that they pursue a common final class goal, i.e. the con- 
struction of a communist society. Thence stems the politic- 
al unity of the parties, the moral and political concord and 
friendship of the peoples and the fraternal militant coopera- 
tion of the armed forces of the member-countries, which 
lies at the base of their tremendous moral potential — an 
important factor for their defence capability. 

The economic foundation of the alliance is the identical 
mode of production in all the Warsaw Treaty member- 
states. The predomination of public ownership over the 
means of production, the complete lack of exploitation of 
man by man, the planned character of the economy, the 
coordination of the national economic plans, wide cooperat- 
ion and specialization in production, high growth rates, 
planned and balanced development and an accelerated in- 
troduction of the achievements of techno-scientific prog- 
ress — all this provides a solid basis for a continuous impro- 
vement of the material welfare of the working people, and 
for supplying the armed forces with modern arms and 
equipment. 

The ideological foundation of thealliance is the Marxist- 
Leninist theory, more particularly the principle of socialist 
internationalism and the Leninist formulation of peaceful 
coexistence of states with different state and social systems. 

The military-strategic foundation of the Warsaw alliance 
consists in the community of interests and goals of the col- 
lective defence of the member-states and in the identity of 
their concepts on the organizing of their military defence 
and on the way of waging a modern war, which rest on the 
Marxist -Leninist theory of warfare and the army, on Lenin's 
theory of the defence of a socialist country, on Soviet mili- 
tary science and on the rich experience of the world's first 



42 



socialist state, the USSR, as well as on the experience of the 
other member-states. 

In the final count, all these objective foundations of the 
collective defence of the alliance's member countries rest on 
the unity of the fraternal communist and workers' parties 
and acquire particular strength as a result of the leading role 
of these parties, which express the class interests of society 
as a whole. 



THE WARSAW TREATY IN ACTION 



A. The Struggle of the Warsaw Treaty Member-countries 
for Settling the Major Political Problems in the World 



The Warsaw Treaty is a militant alliance of socialist 
states which are compelled to defend their right to existence 
in constant struggle against the joint forces of imperialism 
and reaction. 

This calls for large-scale political, economic, military 
and ideological cooperation, and swallows up tremendous 
efforts and resources of the alliance's member-states. 

The political cooperation of the Warsaw Treaty mem- 
ber-states finds expression mainly in the coordination of 
their efforts in the field of foreign policy, in the elaboration 
and implementation of a joint foreign-policy strategy and 
tactics. However, it is not limited to this alone, but also 
embraces the exchange of experiences between the parties 
and countries and the joint elaboration of the principles of 
socialist construction in them. 

A permanently acting mechanism has been set up in the 
Warsaw Treaty countries for implementing their foreign 
policy cooperation. The main role in it belongs to the Poli- 
tical Consultative Committee which is the supreme body of 
the alliance. 

At its sessions, the Political Consultative Committee co- 
ordinates the member-states' foreign policy, maps out its 
immediate and more distant objectives and determines the 
concrete ways and means of their attainment. Therein lies 
the concerted action of the member-countries in the field 
of foreign relations, which, as the Warsaw Treaty's 30 years 
of existence has shown, is of exceptional importance for up- 
holding peace and for guaranteeing the security of the 
socialist states. The foreign policy cooperation of the 
Warsaw Treaty member-countries is a cooperation of a new 
type, unknown in the history of class states. 
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The aims, principles and means of socialist foreign poli- 
cy have been formulated by the founder of the first social- 
ist state in the world, Vladimir Ilyich Lenin. He was the 
first in the history of the communist movement to find him- 
self faced with the necessity of linking up the Marxist - 
Leninist theory with the foreign-policy practice of a social- 
ist state. 

With the formation of the world socialist system, the 
question of a socialist state's international relations acquir- 
ed a new aspect concerned with the character of mutual 
relations between the socialist states and the principles on 
which they should be built. This question was successfully 
solved by the communist and workers' parties of the social- 
ist countries, on the basis of the Marxist-Leninist theory. 
The greatest merit in this respect belongs to the CPSU 
which had already acquired such experience in its relations 
with the Mongolian People's Republic prior to the Second 
World War. 

On the strength of a number of circumstances, a social- 
ist community of nations was formed within the world 
socialist system as an inseparable part of the latter. The 
cooperation between the socialist community countries is 
effected within the Council for Mutual Economic Assist- 
ance (CMEA) and the Warsaw Treaty Organization. The 
socialist community plays a major role in consolidating the 
whole socialist system. An entirely new type of political 
relations have been established between countries within 
this system. These relations are characterized by friendship, 
cooperation and mutual assistance. Moreover, they are not 
confined to the sphere of traditional diplomacy alone, but 
encompasse all facets of state relations. 

The foreign policy of the socialist community coun- 
tries is based on the laws of the socialist revolution and 
the socialist society, which were formulated at the con- 
ferences of communist and workers' parties in 1957, 1960 
and 1969, and at the congresses of the CPSU and of the 
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parties in the other socialist countries. These principles in- 
clude a 'bringing the socialist nations and states closer 
together on the principles of proletarian and socialist 
internationalism, socialist economic integration and a 
continuous introduction of planning in the development of 
the economy of socialism on an international level; constant 
levelling up of the different countries 9 economic and politic- 
al development, constant exchange of experience in socialist 
and communist construction which is becoming an interna- 
tional, all-socialist acquisition, close foreign policy and 
military cooperation, and cooperation in the field of culture 
and ideology'. * 

The main principle in the political cooperation of the 
Warsaw Treaty member-states is socialist internationalism. 
It is manifested 'first, in the awareness of each Warsaw 

Treaty member-state and its ruling party of their interna- 
tionalist duty to the socialist community nations, in their 
readiness to defend the interests of world peace, democracy 
and social progress and, together with the other socialist 
countries, to defend the interests of world socialism; se- 
cond, in the unity and cohesion of the socialist countries 
and in their struggle against imperialism; third, in the co- 
ordinated actions of the fraternal countries and parties on 
the international scene and in the exchange of experiences 
in socialist and communist construction; fourth, in mutual 
support through selfless comradely assistance'. 

From a simple coordination of the efforts of the War- 
saw Treaty member-countries in the field of foreign policy 
during the first few years of the alliance's existence, politic- 
al cooperation has developed into the elaboration of a joint 
foreign-policy strategy of the socialist community. The 



1 Kulikov, V. The Warsaw Treaty — Defender of Peace and 
Socialism'; Army Publishing House, 1981, Sofia, p. 128 (in 
Bulgarian) 

2 Ibid 
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most important role in this respect is played by the sessions 
of the Political Consultative Committee and the meetings of 
the Party and state leaders of the Warsaw Treaty countries. 

The mechanism of political cooperation among the 
member-countries of the Warsaw Treaty includes the an- 
nual and other sessions of the Committee of Foreign Minis- 
ters, the meetings of deputy foreign ministers and other 
foreign-ministry officials, the consultations between offi- 
cials from the Central Committees of the parties, foreign 
ministries and other institutions, the working contacts bet- 
ween delegations of the allied countries at important inter- 
national forums, the exchange of documents and informa- 
tion and so on. 

If one traces the history of international relations over 
the past 30 years, one cannot fail to notice that the Warsaw 
Treaty member-countries work in closest cooperation in 
settling all major international problems, have worked out 
joint views and pursue a joint policy concerning these prob- 
lems. Moreover, their positions and proposals have always 
been distinguished for their high adherence to principle and 
consistency, aiming invariably at the consolidation of peace 
and international security. 

The struggle for collective security in Europe permeates 
all actions of the Warsaw Treaty member-countries on the 
international scene. They see European security also as a 
guarantee for their own security. The achieving of collect- 
ive security in Europe and of a lasting peace in the world 
is impossible without a just settlement of Europe's prob- 
lems. That is why, the foreign-policy efforts of the Warsaw 
Treaty countries are aimed at such a solution to these prob- 
lems which would exclude the creation of prerequisites for 
aggravating international tensions, for conflicts and wars. 

The USSR and the other socialist states consider the 
conclusion of an all-European collective security treaty to 
be the best way of achieving this goal. 

With the conclusion of the Warsaw Treaty, the Europe- 
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an socialist countries did not relinquish their idea of an all- 
European collective security treaty. This is very clearly ex- 
pressed in the text of the Warsaw Treaty itself (Part II), 
which reads: 'Should a system of collective security is es- 
tablished in Europe and an all-European collective security 
treaty is concluded, to which the contracting parties have 
unswervingly been aspiring, the present treaty shall lose its 
validity from the day on which the all-European treaty be- 
comes effective.' 

Only two months after the conclusion of the Warsaw 
Treaty, at the Geneva conference of the leaders of the four 
Great Powers in July, 1955, the USSR submitted the draft 
for an all-European treaty on collective security for consi- 
deration by the Council of Foreign Ministers. The character- 
istic features of the proposed collective security system 
boiled down to the following: 1. A guaranteed possibility 
for accedence to the treaty by all European states; 2. The 
treaty's member-states were to refrain from any attack 
against each other. In addition, they assumed the obligation 
"to refrain, in their international relations, from a threat 
with or use of force*with respect to third parties; 3. An im- 
portant place in the European organization was assigned to 
the peaceful means of settling international disputes; 4. Con- 
sultations were provided for in the cases when, in the opi- 
nion of any of the parties to the treaty, there arises the 
danger of an armed attack against one or several of them, 
for the purpose of taking effective measures for removing 
such a threat and for maintaining European security. 5. An 
armed attack in Europe against one or more member-states 
of the treaty was considered as aggression against all its sig- 
natories. Obligations were envisaged for a joint discussion of 
the order in which mutual assistance, the use of military 
force included, was to be rendered. 6. In accordance with 
Art. 54 of the UN Charter, information was to be sent to 
the Security Council about the actions, undertaken or map- 
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ped out for the exercise of the right to self-defence or for 
the maintenance of peace and security in Europe. 7. A per- 
manently acting political consultative committee was to be 
set up, the duty of which would be to prepare the corres- 
ponding recommendations to the governments of the treaty's 
member-states. 8. A military consultative body was* to be 
formed. 9. The all-European treaty would be effective for 
50 years. 

The Soviet move, coordinated with the other Warsaw 
Treaty countries, was met with approval by the progressive 
international community. In the 'Directives of the heads of 
government of the four states to their foreign ministers' 
adopted by the Geneva conference, the four foreign minis- 
ters were instructed to continue the negotiations on the 
questions discussed by the conference, the conclusion of 
an all-European security treaty included. 

At the conference of foreign ministers in October that 
same year the Soviet foreign minister tabled a draft-treaty 
on security in Europe, which was to be initially signed only 
by the NATO and the Warsaw Treaty countries. 

At its first session in 1956 the Political Consultative 
Committee adopted a declaration calling for the setting up 
of a collective security system in Europe, for ending its 
division into two blocs and for establishing a special zone of 
'arms limitation and control' 2 in Europe by concluding a 
corresponding agreement among some European states and 
the US for this purpose. At the same time, it was proposed 
that the NATO and Warsaw Treaty countries should assume 
the obligation to renounce the use of force and to settle all 
issues only by peaceful means. The West, however, did not 
accept these proposals. 



* Organization of the Warsaw Treaty 1955-1975, Army 
Publishing House, 1975, pp. 151-152 (in Bulgarian) 
2 Ibid,'p.20 (in Bulgarian) 
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The Western states continued to deepen Europe's divi- 
sion and to pursue their cold-war policy, so in May 1958 the 
Political Consultative Committee adopted a declaration in 
which it proposed that a non-aggression pact should be con- 
cluded between NATO and the Warsaw Treaty. With Europe 
already divided, this idea was reasonable and acceptable as 
a major step towards the establishment of an all-European 
security system. The Western states, however, rejected this 
idea, too. 

Even so, the efforts of the socialist countries for setting 
up a collective security system in Europe did not slacken. In 
the communique on the meeting of the Political Consulta- 
tive Committee in Warsaw in January 1965 it was declared 
once again that the PCC considered the guaranteeing of 
European security as an urgent demand of our times, and 
a proposal to call an all-European conference was put for- 
ward for the first time. 

In the Bucharest Declaration of the Political Consulta- 
tive Committee of 1966 on the consolidation of peace and 
security in Europe, a broad programme of action to this end 
was put forth, which, along with other appropriate measures 
for easing tensions, also provided for a simultaneous dis- 
bandment of the existing military-political alliances in 
Europe or at least of their military organizations, for a clo- 
sure of all foreign military bases, for the withdrawal of 
troops from foreign territories, for cuts in the troop levels 
of the two German states, for setting up nuclear-free zones, 
for a peaceful settlement of the German question on the 
basis of inviolability of the boundaries of the two German 
states, etc. A proposal for calling an all-European confe- 
rence on guaranteeing security in Europe was made once 
again. This proposal was also contained in the 'Address to 
All European Countries' adopted by the Budapest meeting 
of the Political Consultative Committee on March 17, 1969, 
which called for increased efforts to strengthen peace and 
security in Europe, as well as in the 'Statement' adopted 
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at the Berlin meeting of the Political Consultative Com- 
mittee in December 1 970. 

The peace initiatives of the socialist countries stirred a 
broad response in the world and enjoyed the approval and 
support of all people who sincerely strove for peace and 
peaceful cooperation. As a result of the persistent efforts 
of the USSR, the other socialist countries and all progressive 
forces in the whole world, a certain relaxation of tensions 
was achieved during the '70s. This found expression in the 
signing of an agreement on the principles of cooperation 
between the USSR and France, in the conclusion of bilate- 
ral agreements by the FRG with the USSR, Czechoslovakia, 
Poland and the GDR, in the conclusion of an agreement 
between the USSR, the US, Britain and France on West 
Berlin, in the establishment of diplomatic relations by the 
FRG with Hungary and Bulgaria, and in the signing of a 
'Treaty on Ending the Work on the Setting Up of an Anti- 
Missile Defence System' and of an 'Agreement on the Limi- 
tation of Strategic Offensive Weapons' between the USSR 
and the US. 

A particularly important role in this respect was played 
by the 1975 Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, in which 33 European states, the US and Canada 
took part. In the Declaration on Peace, Security and Co- 
operation in Europe adopted at that conference it was un- 
derscored that European security and cooperation called for 
the establishment of a system of obligations, which would 
exclude any use of or threat with force in inter-state rela- 
tions in Europe, give all countries guarantees that they 
would be protected against aggressive actions and contri- 
bute to the prosperity of every people. This goal could be 
achieved if all European states recognized and applied the 
main security principles in their relations. These princip- 
les, as specified in the Declaration, are the inviolability of 
state borders, the non-use of force, peaceful coexistence, 
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good neighbourly relations and cooperation in the interest 
of peace, mutually advantageous relations between states, 
disarmament and support to the United Nations. 

The declaration on Peace, Security and Cooperation in 
Europe wholly corresponded to the peace policy of the social- 
ist states and played a major role in promoting political deten- 
te in the world. No lesser in this respect was the role of the 
Final Act of the Conference adopted in Helsinki on August 
1, 1975, in which the emphasis was laid on the obligation 
of the participating countries to abide by the Declaration 
of Principles in their relations. 

The Warsaw Treaty countries hailed the results of the 
all-European summit in Helsinki. Thus, the Declaration Tor 
New Horizons in International Detente, for Strengthening 
Security and Promoting Cooperation in Europe' adopted at 
the meeting of the Political Consultative Committee in 
Bucharest in November 1976, qualified the results of the 
CSCE as a success for peace and security in Europe and 
called for further actions to make international detente a 
continuous, increasingly viable, all-embracing and irrever- 
sible process, for supplementing political detente with 
serious steps towards military detente, and proposed a draft- 
treaty on refraining from being the first to use nuclear 
weapons. 

The Declaration of the Political Consultative Committee 
adopted at its meeting in Moscow in November 1978, pro- 
posed that the five nuclear states should start negotiations 
as soon as possible on excluding nuclear weapons from their 
arsenals, on concluding an agreement to reduce military 
budgets, on curbing and halting the arms race, on furthering 
detente in Europe, on eradicating the last vestiges of neo- 
colonialism and on reconstructing economic relations on a 
fair and democratic basis. 



Kulikov, V., The Warsaw Treaty — Defender of Peace and 
Socialism , Army Publishing House, 1981, p. 147 (in Bulgarian) 
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The question of European security also occupied a cen- 
tral place in the Statement of the Warsaw Treaty member- 
states adopted by the Political Consultative Committee at its 
jubilee meeting in Warsaw on May 15, 1980, in which it was 
proposed that: '... a summit meeting of the heads of state 
from all parts of the world should be held in the nearest fu- 
ture. The task which moves both the European peoples and 
all mankind — to stamp out the hotbeds of international 
tension and not to allow the outbreak of a new war — 
should be placed in the centre of the participants' attention. 
Particular attention should be devoted to the issues of 
European security and the preservation of peace on the 
European continent'. 

In the Prague Declaration of the Political Consultative 
Committee of January 5, 1983, the top Party and state 
leaders, after making an analysis of the dangerous con- 
sequences for peace to which the US and NATO policy of 
stepping up the arms race and the deployment of American 
medium-range missiles in Western Europe for the purpose of 
achieving military superiority may lead, pointed out once 
again that The most important component part of the task 
of averting the danger of war and strengthening world peace 
is the consolidation of security in Europe. This is determin- 
ed first of all by the fact that concentrated on the European 
continent is a tremendous amount of arms, both nuclear 
and conventional, and that in Europe the armed forces of 
the two alliances are facing each other directly. 

In this connection, the participants in the Prague meet- 
ing once again called attention to the exceptional import- 
ance for the preservation of peace in Europe of the strict 



Organization of the Warsaw Treaty. Documents 1955- 
1980, p. 281 (in Bulgarian) 

2 Rabotnichesko Delo (Workers' Cause), January 7, 1983 
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observance by all states of the treaties and agreements, 
which determine the territorial and political realities in 
Europe and of the Final Act of the all- European conference 
in Helsinki. 

With their constructive proposals and with their 
patience and perseverance, the representatives of the War- 
saw Treaty member-states made an exceedingly great contri- 
bution to the successful conclusion of the Madrid follow-up 
which adopted a balanced and meaningful concluding docu- 
ment fully in harmony with the spirit of the principles of 
the Final Act of the 1975 Helsinki conference. This docu- 
ment envisages possibilities for a further expansion of mu- 
tually advantageous inter-state cooperation in all fields for 
the purpose of strengthening peace in Europe and the 
world. One of the document's keynotes was the decision to 
call an all-European conference in Stockholm in January 
1984 on confidence- and security-building measures and 
disarmament in Europe. 

At the two sessions of this conference held so far, the 
socialist countries also came forward with a series of import- 
ant proposals, like the one for stopping the arms race and 
for disarmament; that for the nuclear states participating 
in the conference to assume the obligation not to be the 
first to use nuclear arms, for the conclusion of a treaty out- 
lawing the use of force, for a non-increase and a reduction 
of military expenditures, for freeing Europe of chemical 
weapons, for setting up nuclear-free zones in Europe, for 
advance notice about big military exercises and for limiting 
the forces involved in them to a certain number, etc. The 
acceptance of these proposals would help the conference 
achieve its ends. Unfortunately, however, the NATO coun- 
tries took an obstructionist stand, seeking to obtain uni- 
lateral advantages. 

The proposals for military and technical measures for 
'elucidating' the military activities of the European states 
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are, in effect, an attempt to legalize the espionage activity 
of the US and NATO intelligence services on the territory 
of the European socialist countries and the USSR up to the 
Urals, without affecting the territory of the US where 
NATO's main forces are located. It goes without saying 
that these attempts arfe doomed to failure and that they are 
by no means helpful towards the success of the conference. 
In this connection in his speech before the 39th session of 
the UN General Assembly Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei 
Gromyko justly noted: The success of the work in Stock- 
holm for which we are striving can be secured only if all 
participants in the conference give up their attempts at gain- 
ing one-way advantages'. 

All proposals made by the USSR and the other Warsaw 
Treaty countries at the 39th session of the UN General 
Assembly were aimed at guaranteeing peace and security in 
Europe. 

The question of European security is most closely con- 
nected with the German question. History shows that both 
world wars were started by the German imperialists and re- 
vanchists. After Germany's defeat in the Second World War, 
a complex political situation was created in that country. 
According to the Potsdam Agreement, it was divided into 
four occupation zones under Soviet, American, British and 
French control. This was done with the purpose of prevent- 
ing a resurgence of German militarism and revanchism. The 
Polish territories east of the line Oder-Neisse conquered by 
the German imperialists were returned to Poland, while the 
capital of East Prussia, Koenigsberg, which was the main bas- 
tion of German militarism was ceded to the Russian Federa- 
tion. Berlin was divided into four sectors. 

Very soon after the end of the Second World War, how- 
ever, the Western imperialist states gave up the implemen- 
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tation of the measures agreed upon in Yalta and Potsdam 
for democratizing, denazifying and demilitarizing Germany 
and in 1948 unified their occupation zones into a single 
state, the Federal Republic of Germany, and put an end to 
the quadripartite control over the Ruhr region. With the 
signing of the Paris Accords of 1954 and the admission of 
the FRG to NATO, the hands of the West German militar- 
ists and revanchists were untied for starting preparations for 
a new war. They — and their protectors from the US and 
some other Western countries — openly declared their 
claims for an independent representation of Germany, for a 
non-recognition of the GDR and of Germany's eastern bor- 
ders as established in Potsdam. This complicated the politic- 
al situation in Europe to the extreme and became a constant 
source of tension in the world. The FRG was transformed 
into a springboard for the perpetration of all kinds of pro- 
vocations and subversive operations against the GDR and 
the other socialist states. The 'Free Europe' radio station 
created in 1949 by the US Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA) for subversive radio propaganda against the socialist 
states began functioning on its territory. A United Commit- 
tee of Political Emigrants was formed in Munich in 1952 
with whose help an attempt at rebellion was perpetrated in 
the GDR in 1953. 

The Western states frustrated the efforts of the USSR 
and the other socialist countries to sign a peace treaty with 
Germany, and later with the two German states, the FRG 
and the GDR. 

In their struggle for collective security in Europe the 
USSR and the other Warsaw Treaty countries put in much 
effort to solve the German question and do away with the 
most dangerous hotbed of militarism and revanchism. 

'The territorial claims of the West German revanchists 
must be resolutely rejected as absolutely groundless and 
without prospects. The question of European frontiers has 
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been settled once and for all', says the Declaration on the 
Consolidation of Peace and Security in Europe, adopted 
by the Bucharest meeting of the Political Consultative 
Committee on July 6, 1966. 

The decisive, principled and consistent struggle of the 
socialist countries for recognition of the inviolability of the 
post-war borders in Europe was crowned with success. As 
early as 1950 the German Democratic Republic and Poland 
concluded the Goerlitz Treaty by which the Oder-Neisse 
frontier was confirmed as the final boundary between the 
two states. In 1970 bilateral treaties were concluded by the 
FRG with the USSR and Poland which recognized the invio- 
lability of the European borders established in Potsdam. In 
1972 the FRG and the GDR signed a treaty which also con- 
firmed the inviolability of their state border and formulated 
their obligation to respect each other's territorial integrity. 

Great efforts were also made by the Warsaw Treaty 
countries to settle the West Berlin problem. In the cold-war 
years the Western states and the West German militarists 
in particular turned West Berlin into a centre of subversion 
and provocations against the GDR, into a 'time bomb 
planted inside the building of the Warsaw AUiance* f as the 
conservative Western press used to put it. The West German 
ruling circles pursued a course of including West Berlin into 
the FRG and, in an act of defiance, moved the Bundestag to 
West Berlin. 

The groundlessness of these claims was exposed in the 
declarations of the Politcal Consultative Committee of the 
Warsaw Treaty member-states of February 4, 1960 and July 
7, 1962, as well as in their 'Address to All European Coun- 
tries' adopted on March 17, 1969. 

However, the West German revanchists did not heed the 
voice of reason and continued using the territory of West 
Berlin as a bridgehead for large-scale provocations against 
the GDR. 
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This compelled the government of the GDR, in coordi- 
nation with the other member-countries of th* Warsaw Trea- 
ty, to take the necessary measures on August 13, 1961 for 
the defence of its border with West Berlin as a sovereign 
state and to cut off the possibilities for the revanchist ele- 
ments of the FRG to use it as a base for provocations and 
attacks and for staging a military conflict with the GDR and 
with the Warsaw Treaty countries. 

The member-countries of the Warsaw Treaty continued 
their efforts and waged a struggle over many long years for a 
solution to the West Berlin problem. At a number of im- 
portant international forums, they persistently raised this 
problem for discussion. As a result of these efforts, in the 
conditions of detente that followed, the signing of an agree- 
ment on a partial regulation of the West Berlin problem be- 
came possible. Such an agreement was signed on September 
3, 1971, between the USSR, USA, Great Britain and 
France. In it the Western states acknowledged that the 
western sectors of Berlin are not part of the FRG. 

The conclusion of these treaties and agreements was a 
serious blow at the 'Hallstein doctrine' of the West German 
revanchists and created conditions for a certain normaliza- 
tion of the situation in Europe. 

This situation, however, did not last long. The Reagan 
administration in the US and the Kohl-Genscher coalition 
government in the FRG once again expressed disagreement 
with the boundaries established in Europe after the Second 
World War and took revanchist positions. At the January 
1984 session of the Stockholm Conference the US Secretary 
of State George Shultz declared: The US does not recog- 
nize as lawful the artificial division of Europe'. 

In September, 1984, Chancellor Helmut Kohl personally 
attended a rally of West German revanchists. Besides this, 
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his government addressed a strongly worded protest to the 
Italian government in connection with a realistic statement 
of the Italian Foreign Minister Julio Andreotti to the effect 
that 'the existence of two German states is an unchangeable 
fact and any attempts to ignore it have an adverse effect on 
the relations between the two German states and on the 
efforts to overcome the present political tension'. 

Feeling the support of the government of the FRG, the 
West German revanchists lately intensified their activities. 
This leads to a fresh exacerbation of the situation in Europe. 
The above-mentioned facts are one more vivid proof of 
the inconsistent policy of the Western states and of their uncere- 
monious violation of the contractual obligations assumed by 
them. In this connection, in his speech before the 39th session 
of the UN General Assembly Andrei Gromyko said: : 'It is 
impossible for us to close our eyes to the fact that some 
people somewhere have not abandoned their hopes to have 
the post-war realities in Europe revised. These revanchist 
sentiments have been nurtured of late by pronouncements 
in which attempts are made to question the obligations as* 
sumed by the participants in the anti-nazi coalition. We 
would not advise anybody to succumb to this dangerous in- 
fatuation, and appeal for temperance. It is not within the 
powers of anyone to pull down what has not simply become 
canons of international law, but has been brought to life at 
the cost of countless sacrifices, given in the past world 
war. 

Another key question in present-day international rela- 
tions is that of disarmament. Fully aware of its tremendous 
importance for the preservation of world peace, and taking 
clearly into account the fact that the build up of arms, and 
especially the increase of the arsenals of weapons of mass 
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destruction, inevitably leads to increasing the danger of a 
new war which would have disastrous consequences for 
mankind, the USSR and the other socialist states continue 
to make exceptionally intensive efforts for a practical solu- 
tion of the disarmament problem. In the history of post-war 
relations among states this problem has several dimensions. 
It includes the struggle for cutting down national armed 
forces, for halting and diminishing their excessive supply 
with conventional arms, for limiting and reducing the strate- 
gic nuclear weapons until their complete abolition, for 
checking the proliferation, freezing and diminishing the 
stockpiles of nuclear weapons and for banning them al- 
together, for banning chemical weapons and destroying 
all stockpiles of such weapons, for banning space weapons 
and preventing the militarization of outer space. At diffe- 
rent stages in international relations after the Second 
World War, one aspect of the disarmament issue or another 
has come to the fore. 

The position of the USSR and the countries of the so- 
cialist community is characterized by their firm commit- 
ment to general and complete disarmament. This position is 
expressed in Art. 2 of the Warsaw Treaty, which points out 
the endeavour of the member-countries 'to take, by agree- 
ment with the other states that may wish to cooperate in 
this initiative, effective measures for a general reduction of 
armaments and for a ban on atomic, hydrogen and other 
kinds of weapons of mass destruction? 

In their diplomatic activities, the Warsaw Treaty coun- 
tries follow firmly and unswervingly a line of general and 
complete disarmament, and whenever conditions for this 
have proved to be missing, they have supported every move 
for the limitation or partial reduction of one kind of wea- 
pons or another. 

As early as 1946 the USSR proposed the conclusion of 
an international convention for banning forever the pro- 
duction and use of atomic arms and for destroying all 
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stockpiles of such weapons. However, the US took a nega- 
tive stand and embarked upon the road of the arms race. 

At the first meeting of the Political Consultative Com- 
mittee (1956), the Warsaw Treaty member-states resolutely 
declared themselves against the arms race and for a ban on 
atomic weapons, proposing that 'until an agreement was 
reached on a ban of atomic weapons between the interested 
countries, an agreement should be concluded to the effect 
that the armed forces deployed on the territory of Germa- 
ny, including those of the GDR and FRG, should not be 
armed with atomic weapons'. 

For the purpose of curbing the arms race, in 1958 the 
Supreme Soviet of the USSR adopted a decision that the 
USSR should unilaterally halt all nuclear and hydro- 
gen weapon tests, declaring that it would not resume them, 
if the Western states followed suit. On the proposal of the 
USSR, the Partial Nuclear Test Ban Treaty prohibiting the 
testing of nuclear arms in the atmosphere, in space and 
under water was signed in 1963, and in 1968 the UN mem- 
ber-states concluded the Nuclear Non-Proliferati on Treaty. 

In 1972 the USSR and US signed a treaty on limiting 
anti-missile defence systems and an interim agreement on 
certain measures in the field of limiting strategic offensive 
weapons (SALT-1). At the meeting between the then Gene- 
ral Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU 
L.Brezhnev and former US President G.Ford in Vladivostok 
in 1974, it was agreed on the conclusion of a new agreement 
on limiting strategic offensive weapons. * 

In 1978 the socialist community countries made one 
more proposal for halting the production of all kinds of 
nuclear weapons and for a gradual reduction of their stock- 
piles until their complete abolition. In 1979 the UN General 
Assembly backed up that proposal. A treaty between the 



Organization of the Warsaw Treaty. Documents, 1955 
1980,p.21 

61 



USSR and the US on the limitation of strategic offensive 
weapons (SALT-2) was signed at top level that same year 
in Vienna. 

All these treaties and agreements were hailed by the 
progressive and peace-loving forces in the world and were 
to play an important role in halting the arms race. Unfortu- 
nately, however, the Reagan administration refused to ratify 
the SALT-2 accords and, trampling underfoot the agree- 
ments signed by previous administrations, publicly an- 
nounced its decision to set up an antimissile defence system 
in North America and Western Europe,and to militarize 
outer space, began siting medium-range missiles in Western 
Europe and allocated the necessary funds for financing the 
ambitious programmes of the Pentagon for anti-missile de- 
fence and for the production of MX, Trident-2' and Mid- 
getman* strategic missiles and B-1B aircraft. 

The Warsaw Treaty countries continue their efforts for 
abolishing all means of mass destruction. In the Prague 
Declaration of the Political Consultative Committee of 
January 5, 1983, they called for freezing nuclear arsenals 
and strategic arms quantitatively and qualitatively. At the 
39th session of the UN General Assembly they once again 
moved that the necessary measures should be taken for cur- 
tailing and abolishing all nuclear arms. As a first step along 
this line it was proposed to freeze the existing stockpiles of 
nuclear weapons. It was also proposed that the question of 
'using space exclusively for peaceful purposes, for the well- 
being of mankind' should be put on the agenda of the 
session. 

A fresh gross provocation against peaceful mankind was 
the deployment of nearly 600 American medium-range 
cruise and Pershing-2 missiles in Western Europe. This 
NATO decision, whose realization has already begun, has 
considerably upset the strategic parity in Europe and in- 
creased the danger of dealing a sudden disarming nuclear 
strike at the USSR and the other Warsaw Treaty countries. 
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Under these circumstances, the continuation of the Geneva 
negotiations became meaningless and the USSR withdrew 
from them. The negotiations on medium-range nuclear 
devices in Europe were also suspended. Moreover, the War- 
saw Treaty member-states were compelled to take the 
necessary counter-measures to prevent a violation of the 
strategic nuclear parity and for guaranteeing their security. 
Meanwhile, however, they have continued their diplomatic 
efforts for halting the arms race and have repeatedly declar- 
ed their readiness to return to the negotiating table in Gene- 
va, provided the NATO countries removed the reasons for 
their interruption by withdrawing the new American 
medium-range missiles from Western Europe. 

A definite success for the preservation of peace was the 
1972 ban on bacteriological and toxic weapons. 

At the beginning of 1970, the USSR came up with a 
proposal for a complete prohibition of chemical weapons as 
well. About two years ago, it submitted to the Disarmament 
Conference in Geneva a draft of the main principles of a 
convention banning chemical weapons. The Prague Declara- 
tion of the Political Consultative Committee of January 5, 
1983, called once again for 'accelerating the elaboration of 
an international convention to ban and abolish chemical 
weapons'. 

In the struggle for stopping the arms race, the Warsaw 
Treaty countries Idevote much attention and effort to the 
reduction of the armed forces of the military alliances in 
Europe and especially in its central part where the largest 
military formations are pitted against each other. Propo- 
sals for the solution of this question are contained in almost 
all declarations of the Political Consultative Committee and 
in almost all statements of representatives of the allied 
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countries at the sessions of the UN General Assembly. Many 
constructive proposals have been tabled by the USSR, GDR, 
Poland and Czechoslovakia at the negotiations which were 
started on this question in Vienna in 1973. 

In 1973 they came forward with a draft for an agree- 
ment on cutting down the armed forces and armaments in 
Central Europe, which envisaged a reduction by an equal 
percentage of the national and foreign armed forces — land, 
air and others — supplied with nuclear arms and stationed in 
Central Europe. Such an approach to the matter would not 
upset the balance of armed forces or impair the security of 
either of the two alliances. 

In the proposal of the Western participants in the Vien- 
na negotiations, the curtailment of the armed forces is en-* 
visaged to affect only the ground forces and not to be pro- 
portional, but asymmetrical on the basis of a preliminary es- 
timate of the numerical strength of the two alliances' 
ground forces in Central Europe. The aim is clearly a great- 
er reduction of the armed forces of the socialist states, 
which would inevitably tip the scales in favour of NATO 
and undermine the security of the Warsaw Treaty countries. 

In order to take these negotiations out of the blind 
alley, the socialist countries came forward with a proposal 
for reducing the armed forces in Central Europe, first only 
those of the USSR and the US, which was to be effected 
equally and proportionally, and was to include in the fol- 
lowing stage the armed forces of the other countries as well. 
In 1979 the USSR, with a view to stimulating the Vienna 
negotiations, reduced unilaterally its forces in the GDR by 
20,000 men, 1,000 tanks and a certain amount of other 
military equipment. But its example was not followed by 
the Western states. Their unconstructive position and de- 
liberate procrastination of the negotiations clearly indicate 
that they are against an equal reduction of the armed forces 
and that they are seeking to obtain unilateral advantages, 
should such a reduction take place after all. The exacer- 
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bation of tension following the deployment of American 
medium-range missiles in Western Europe is undoubtedly 
having an adverse effect on the Vienna talks on the reduc- 
tion of the armed forces of the countries from the two 
alliances in Central Europe. 

Irrespective of the negative attitude of the NATO mem- 
ber-countries and of the US in particular, to the question of 
halting the arms race, the socialist countries, expressing the 
cherished yearnings of all progressive and peace-loving 
forces in the world, are doing their utmost to relieve man- 
kind of this heavy burden, which not only devours huge 
funds, so badly needed for the struggle against hunger, mise- 
ry and the pollution of the environment, but also increases 
the danger of a destructive nuclear world war. 

The question of disarmament holds a central place in 
the Prague Declaration of the Political Consultative Com- 
mittee of January 5, 1983. At the proposal of the socialist 
states, the UN General Assembly at two special sessions al- 
ready — in 1978 and 1982 — and in its regular sessions in 
1978 and 1979 discussed the issue of reducing armaments 
and took positive decisions by a great majority. The exe- 
cution of these decisions, however, has been blocked by the 
US and its NATO allies through their reckless policy of 
whipping up arms race. 

The Western politicians are trying to justify this course 
of theirs, as well as their whole activity of frustrating the 
negotiations on disarmament with stories about an imagina- 
ry Soviet threat and with false assertions that the arms race 
was provoked by the USSR, which allegedly had a military 
superiority. 

This position is entirely false. History shows most unam- 
biguously that since the end of the Second World War the 
US has been the initiator of the development of all new 
kinds of weapons and that it has played first fiddle in the 
arms race. It was the first to produce the A-bomb, intercon- 
tinental strategic bombers, nuclear submarines, multiple 
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independently targeted nuclear warheads, nuclear aircraft 
carriers, the neutron weapon, long-range cruise missiles, etc. 
All these armaments made their appearance in the Soviet 
armed forces much later and in reply to the American chal- 
lenge. The same holds true of the development of a consi- 
derable part of the new conventional arms. 

The Warsaw Treaty member-countries are most actively 
involved in the solving of all world problems which pose a 
threat to worid peace and to their security. As a result of 
their political and diplomatic efforts and of the struggle of 
the progressive forces for peace, the hotbeds of war kindl- 
ed by the imperialists in the different parts of the worid 
have been successfully liquidated. 

For instance, on June 9, 1967, the Party and state lead- 
ers of a number of Warsaw Treaty countries issued a state- 
ment condemning the Israeli aggression and expressing 
readiness to render all-round assistance to the attacked Arab 
countries. At the same time, the USSR, Bulgaria, Hungary, 
Poland and Czechoslovakia broke off diplomatic relations 
with Israel. At the fifth extraordinary session of the UN 
General Assembly, called at Soviet initiative, the govern- 
ment leaders of the socialist states pledged full support to 
the Arab countries. In Berlin on December 2, 1970, the 
Political Consultative Committee adopted a special docu- 
ment 'On the Establishment of Lasting Peace and Security 
in the Middle East', expressing resolute support to the just 
struggle of the Arab peoples, the people of Palestine 
included. 

In 1973 the socialist countries put strong diplomatic 
pressure on Israel and its protectors, and rendered con- 
siderable moral and material assistance to the Arab 
peoples, as a result of which the aggression was halted. The 
Security Council adopted its Resolution 328 of October 22, 
1973, and took a number of other major decisions which 
also contributed to regulating the situation in the Middle 
East. 
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In the Prague Declaration of thePolitical Consultative 
Committee of January 5, 1983, the Middle East question 
was raised again with particular urgency and concern: The 
participants in the Meeting insist on an immediate and com- 
plete withdrawal of the Israeli forces from Lebanon, on se- 
curing the independence, sovereignty, unity and territorial 
integrity of these countries... and express their conviction 
that an all-embracing Middle East settlement must provide 
for a complete withdrawal of the Israeli forces from all Arab 
territories occupied since 1967, East Jerusalem included, for 
a recognition of the legitimate rights of the Arab people of 
Palestine, including their right to set up an independent 
state of their own, for guaranteeing the right of all states in 
that region to a secure and independent existence and deve- 
lopment...' 

As a result of diplomatic efforts, the 1962 Caribbean 
crisis was resolved. The Warsaw Treaty member-countries ren 
dered effective political, diplomatic and military assistance 
to the peoples of Indochina in repelling the US aggression. 

In the statement adopted at the Bucharest meeting of 
the Political Consultative Committee in 1966, the Warsaw 
Treaty countries expressed readiness to render the Democ- 
ratic Republic of Vietnam Increasing moral and political 
support and many-sided assistance, including economic help 
and defence aid with materials, equipment and specialists 
necessary for repelling the American aggression'. In the 
same statement the government of the US was most serious- 
ly warned of the responsibility it assumed before all man- 
kind with its aggression and the governments of all states 
were called upon to make everything possible for putting an 
end to the aggression in Indochina. 

On March 7, 1968, the Political Consultative Committee 
came up with a special Declaration in connection with the 
threat to peace, created by the escalation of the American 
aggression in Vietnam, in which again a resolute warning 
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was addressed to the US and it was declared that the War- 
saw Treaty member-countries 'will continue to render to the 
fraternal socialist country — the DRV — and to the Vietna- 
mese people full support and all the necessary assistance ... 
for a victorious repulsion of the imperialist invasion'. 

At its meeting in Prague in 1969, the Political Consulta- 
tive Committee adopted a Declaration entitled 'An End 
Should Be Put to the Aggression in Vietnam', on December 
2, 1970 — a Declaration in connection with the aggravation 
of the situation in Indochina, and on January 26, 1972 — 
a Declaration in connection with the continuing US aggres- 
sion in Indochina with a similar content. 

The history of the post-war period remembers many in- 
stances when the firm position of the Warsaw Treaty mem- 
ber-countries and their all-round assistance have brought ag- 
gressors to their senses and have lent wings to the threaten- 
ed peoples, inspiring in them faith, enthusiasm and strength 
in the struggle for freedom, independence and social prog- 
ress. Therein lies the tremendous role of the Warsaw Treaty 
as the chief mainstay of world peace. 



B. Economic, Scientific and Technical Cooperation of 

the Warsaw Treaty Countries 



The economic, scientific and technical cooperation and 
mutual assistance of the socialist states is an objective law 
and an important ljiotive force of the development of the 
socialist society. It is one of the main spheres of the action 
of the principle of socialist internationalism. Its meaning 
consists in coordinating the economic efforts and techno- 
scientific activities, in the most rational joint utilization of 
available economic resources and of the techno-scientific 
achievements of the individual socialist states, with a view 
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to achieving a maximum acceleration of the development 
of their productive forces, ironing out the differences in 
their development, refining the socialist system, raising the 
material well-being of the population and obtaining decisive 
advantages in the peaceful competition with capitalism. 

Militarism and the militarization of the economy are 
phenomena typical of the capitalist system and, more par- 
ticularly, of its last stage, imperialism. They stem, in the 
first place, from the action of the law of uneven develop- 
ment of the imperialist states, which deepens the contra- 
dictions between them and pushes the bourgeois govern- 
ments settling these contradictions by force and, in the 
second place, from the historical doom of capitalism and 
colonialism. Faced with its imminent doom, the imperial- 
ist bourgeoisie does not give up the use of force in order to 
preserve its class and colonial domination. In addition, mi- 
litarism in the imperialist countries is a source of incalcul- 
able profits for the monopolies which manufacture arma- 
ments and military equipment. These profits are pocketed 
by them at the expense of the tax-payers. 

The liquidation of exploitation and of the exploiting 
classes under socialism removes the objective reasons for 
antagonism and wars between the socialist states. In the 
socialist countries there are no classes that amass profits 
from the war industry. And if the imperialist states abided 
by the principle of peaceful coexistence, the building up of 
armed forces and the organizing of arms manufacture 
would have no place in the socialist countries. 

Unfortunately, however, the present situation is total- 
ly different. The setting up of aggressive military alliances 
by the imperialist states, the reckless arms race and the 
organizing of crusades by the US and its NATO allies 
against socialism make the USSR and the other socialist 
states think about their defence, build up armed forces 
and maintain their fighting capacity and combat prepared- 
ness at such a level as to enable them to be in a position 
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always to deal a crushing blow to any aggressor. In this con- 
nection the economic, scientific and technical cooperation 
of the socialist states assumes new aspects. Apart from the 
above-mentioned goals, they must also be subordinated to 
their defence needs, help build the economic basis of the 
alliance's defence and create a powerful joint military- 
political potential of the Warsaw Treaty. According to 
Lenin, war cannot be waged without a highly developed 
economy, and victory in the event of war *will belong to 
the side which has the best equipment, organization, discip- 
line and the best machines'. 

However, the joint military-economic potential of the 
Warsaw Treaty is not merely a sum total of the national 
military-economic potentials of the individual member- 
countries. Its formation is determined both by the complex 
qualitative relations between the economies of the mem- 
ber-countries, and by the fact that they are not governed by 
a centralized body but by independent governments — on 
the basis of their treaties and agreements. Irrespective of 
this, socialist integration opens up tremendous possibilities 
for increasing the joint military-economic potential of the 
socialist alliance. It relieves them of the disadvantageous ob- 
ligation to develop independently all industries and to deve- 
lop and produce all kinds of products, military ones includ- 
ed, and provides conditions for wide cooperation and spe- 
cialization, for the introduction of uniform standards and 
secures the construction of mutually complementing eco- 
nomic and military-political potentials of the individual 
countries and the formation of the aggregate economic 
and military-economic potential of the socialist community 
as a whole. 

The public ownership over the means of production and 
the planned character of the socialist economy facilitate in- 
tegration and create conditions for a most efficient mobili- 
zation and utilization of all possibilities both for accelerat- 
ing the socialist countries' socio-economic development, for 
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raising the living standards of their people and for 
increasing these countries' defensive might. Herein lies one 
of the main advantages of the socialist system. 

Availing themselves of this advantage, the socialist states 
have created the most powerful, the most dynamic and 
most rapidly developing economic complex in the world, 
which allows them to solve successfully even the most in- 
tricate defence problems. 

Thanks to the higher and more stable rates of their deve- 
lopment, and to their close economic, scientific and tech- 
nical cooperation, the Warsaw Treaty countries have achiev- 
ed high national incomes. During the 1950-1983 period 
their national income marked a total of 8.6-fold increase. 
During the same period, the national income of the coun- 
tries from the European Economic Community (EEC) in- 
creased only 3.4 fold. The fact that over the past 2 years, as 
pointed out at the 39th session of the CMEA by Soviet 
Prime Minister Nikolai Tikhonov, the growth rates of the 
national income of the CMEA countries were 1.5 times 
higher than at the beginning of the five-year period, is parti- 
cularly indicative. 

The relative share of the Warsaw Treaty countries in 
world production increases incessantly and comparatively 
rapidly. While in 1950 they accounted for 18 per cent of 
the world's industrial output, in 1983 this share came up to 
33 per cent. During the same period, the aggregate share of 
the EEC countries in world production dropped from one- 
fifth to less than one-seventh. 

The highest growth rates in the Warsaw Treaty countries 
have been registered by industry whose production marked 
a 14-fold increase in the 1950-1983 period. During the same 
period industry in the EEC countries marked a 3.6-fold 
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increase. No less indicative is the growth of machine build- 
ing in the Warsaw Treaty member-countries, whose output 
in the 1950-1977 period marked a 27-fold increase. At 
present the Warsaw Treaty countries turn out more than 
one-third of the world's total engineering output. 

Agriculture has likewise marked substantial progress. 
During the 19701982 period alone, the total volume of 
their agricultural production has marked a 34 per cent in- 
crease. 

A characteristic feature of the economy of the socialist 
countries is its steady growth. 

As a result of their stable economic development, the 
Warsaw' Treaty countries have already outstripped the 
NATO members in the aggregate production of pig iron and 
ferro-alloys, coal, oil, natural gas, cotton and woollen fab- 
rics, artificial fibres, tractors, lorries, sunflower, potatoes 
and so on; they have come up closely to them in the pro- 
duction of steel, coke, calcinated soda, nitrogen fertilizers, 
cement, cotton, etc. The NATO countries are still consider- 
ably ahead in the production of electric power, cars, plas- 
tics, caustic soda, sulphuric acid, maize, rice and the like. 
In 1983 the Warsaw Treaty member-countries outstripped 
the EEC countries in the production of pig iron and steel — 
1.5 times, coal — 3.1 times, gas — 2.7 times, electric power 
— 1.4 times, cellulose — 2.9 times, etc. 

As a result of this rapid development and of the abun- 
dance of raw material resources, the Warsaw Treaty coun- 
tries are in a position to produce everything necessary for 
their defence. This is largely due to the large-scale economic 
integration which is steadily widening and deepening. A par- 
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ticularly important role in this respect was played by the 
CMEA summit in Moscow in June 1984, as well as by the 
3 9th sesssion of the CMEA held in Havana in October 1984. 
These two important forums mapped out concrete measures 
for widening and deepening the economic cooperation 

among the CMEA countries and for its improvement. 

These measures will undoubtedly help speed up further 
the development of the CMEA countries which, in its turn, 
will lead to improving the well-being of the population and 
the material and technical basis of these countries' defence. 

In terms of their fighting capacity and technical para- 
meters, some of the armaments and equipment produced 
by the socialist countries are better than those manufactur- 
ed by the NATO countries, others are at the same technical 
level and still others stand lower than the corresponding 
kinds of armaments and equipment produced in the US and 
the other NATO countries. This is the basis of the strategic 
parity between the world's two major military-political 
alliances. The economic and military-technical base of the 
socialist community countries allows them to develop and 
produce all kinds of modern weapons. In this connection 
Soviet Defence Minister Marshal Ustinov wrote: 'The 
economy, science and technology of the USSR now are at 
such a high level that we are in a position in a short period 
of time to develop any kind of armaments on which the 
enemies of peace and socialism would like to stake'. This 
makes useless any attempts of the imperialists to achieve 
superiority in some or other technical warfare. An 

eloquent proof of this is also the statement issued by the 
Soviet Defence Ministry of October 13, 1984, on the successful 
development and introduction into the Soviet armed forces 
of long-range land, air and sea-based cruise missiles. 2 It took 



* D.Ustinov, 'On Guard over the Revolutionary Gains', 
Communist of the Armed Forces magazine, issue 21 of 
1 978 (in Russian) 
2 Rabotnichesko Delo (Workers' Cause), October 13, 1984 
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Soviet scientists only a few years to develop the weapons on 
which the US imperialists staked a lot in their endeavour to 
achieve military superiority. 

In terms of military-economic potential, size and po- 
pulation, the Soviet Union holds the most important place 
among the Warsaw Treaty countries. It possesses the rich- 
est natural resources, the most developed industry and the 
biggest scientific and technical potential, which allows it to 
develop and produce most up-to-date weapons and military 
equipment, not only for its own armed forces, but also for 
the needs of the fraternal Warsaw Treaty countries. The 
USSR is the only state in the socialist community which 
possesses strategic weapons for nuclear attack and maintains 
the world balance of forces in this respect. This plays an 
exceptionally important role for the preservation of peace 
and for guaranteeing the security of the socialist countries. 
All honest people in the world are profoundly grateful to 
the Soviet Union and its people for the tremendous efforts 
which they expend in restraining the imperialist aggressors 
from military adventures with disastrous consequences for 
the destinies of all mankind. 



C. Military Cooperation of the Warsaw Treaty Countries 



Particularly important for the consolidation of the joint 
defence of the Warsaw Treaty member-countries is their 
military cooperation. The main purpose of this cooperation 
is the coordinated activity of the governments, of the mili- 
tary leadership bodies and of the armed forces of the 
member-countries in building such a system of collective 
defence which would guarantee their security against a pos- 
sible imperialist aggression against the community or 
against any Warsaw Treaty member-country, as well as the 
continuous improvement of this system. 
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After the conclusion of the Warsaw Treaty and the set- 
ting up of the Allied Armed Forces command bodies 
military cooperation of the socialist states was raised to a 
new stage. It was put on a multilateral basis, 
which considerably enhanced its effectiveness. Military 
integration of the Warsaw Treaty countries has intro- 
duced a qualitatively new element in their defence ca- 
pacity creating conditions for increasing the defence 
might of the alliance and for raising and maintaining its 
preparedness for war at the necessary level. 

The consolidation of the defence potential of the 
Warsaw Treaty countries is linked with the cooperation 
of their armed forces. The improvement of this coope- 
ration is of particular importance, because NATO is 
striving for increased interaction among the bloc's 
member-states subordinate to its Allied Command.' 1 

Military cooperation among the Warsaw Treaty 
member-countries is based on the general principles of 
their cooperation, the principle of socialist internation- 
alism again being of decisive importance. Lenin under- 
scored that 'capital is an international force for the de- 
feat of which an international alliance of the workers 
and their international brotherhood are necessary'. 

After the appearance of the world socialist system, 
proletarian internationalism, the concerted action of 
the proletariat from the different countries and its 
leading detachments — the communist and workers' 
parties — assumed a new form, becoming concerted ac- 
tion of the socialist states united by common class 
goals and interests. With the unification of the socialist 
states into a single military-political alliance, this con- 
certed action became many-sided and richer. Military 
cooperation became exceedingly important. Its signifi- 



1 



Pravda, December 16, 1978 (in Russian) 
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cance for the preservation of the gains of socialism in 
the socialist countries and for securing their successful 
development is determined by the unification of the 
imperialist states into powerful military-political alli- 
ances whose aim is to do away with socialism in the 
world and put up a decisive resistance to the class 
struggle of the working people in the capitalist coun- 
tries and to the national liberation movements. The 
existence of these alliances and of NATO in particular 
has compelled the socialist countries to join their 
efforts, including their military efforts, for guaranteeing 
their security and world peace. The defence of each socialist 
country is as much of international as it is of national signifi- 
cance. But its reliability is determined to a decisive degree 
by the coordination above all of the political and the milita- 
ry efforts of these countries, of their concerted action in the 
field of international relations and in the building up of their 
joint defence. Hence the exceptional importance of military 
cooperation and of its international character. 

Military cooperation is also the basis of the militant al- 
liance of the armies of the socialist states, which consti- 
tutes the highest stage of military cooperation and is one 
of the most important gains of socialism and a decisive con- 
dition for its defence. The militant alliance of the armies of 
the Warsaw Treaty's socialist member-states does not 
threaten other states and peoples, because it pursues no 
aggressive goals. It does not obstruct — on the contrary, it 
promotes cooperation and interaction with the armed 
forces of all countries which do not pursue an aggressive 
policy and sincerely strive to preserve world peace, and 
especially with the armies of the socialist and developing 
countries which are not members of the organization of the 
Warsaw Treaty. 

The highest form of military cooperation of the armies 
of the socialist states united into a combat alliance in time 
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of war, is their strategic and operative-tactical interaction. 
The prerequisites for such interaction are created already in 
peace time. This is one of the chief aims of the military or- 
ganization of the Warsaw Treaty and the main content of its 
peacetime activity. 

The internationalist principle in the military coopera- 
tion of the socialist community countries finds expression 
in the structure of the military organization of the Warsaw 
Treaty, in the setting up of its Allied Armed Forces and in 
the overall activity of the military bodies Ooint and nation- 
al), in the upbuilding of the armed forces and in organizing 
the collective defence of the alliance's member-states. 

The mutual relations of the Warsaw Treaty member- 
states in their military cooperation are based on the prin- 
ciple of complete equality. All matters concerning the acti- 
vity of the alliance's military bodies are decided with the 
consent of the interested parties. The representatives of 
each allied army on these bodies have absolutely equal 
rights. Combining the equality of the member-states on the 
collective military bodies with their unity is essential for the 
effectiveness of military cooperation. This presupposes full 
awareness of the international goals and destination of the 
Warsaw alliance and an ability to take into account the 
common interests of the alliance which are of prime import- 
ance and to bind them up with the national interests of the 
individual armies and countries. This does not damage the 
sovereignty of the countries, but guarantees it by enhancing 
the fighting capacity of the alliance against potential ene- 
mies. 

The observance of the principle of unity in military co- 
operation presupposes the presence of a common military 
doctrine and of identical views of the command on warfare 
methods, military affairs and military construction, and 
depends to a certain degree upon the presence of a common 
organization, identical arms and military equipment in the 
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armed forces of the different member-states. The settlement 
of the questions of joint defence on the principle of equal 
rights and unity of the countries requires of the representa- 
tives of the fraternal armies a clear awareness of the tremen- 
dous significance of unity and concerted action in the name 
of the main class goals of the alliance. 

Another basic principle of the military cooperation of 
the Warsaw Treaty countries is their guidance by Marxist- 
Leninist parties which share a common ideology and pursue 
the same class and political goals. The Marxist-Leninist 
parties develop that cooperation in accordance with their 
objective needs and carry out an energetic and many-sided 
activity for its consolidation and for educating the armed 
forces and the population in a spirit of fraternal friendship 
with the armies and peoples of the other allied socialist 
countries. Socialist internationalism is the ideological found- 
ation and an important motive force of this cooperation. 

The military cooperation of the Warsaw Treaty coun- 
tries embraces all fields of military construction and collect- 
ive defence. 

One of the main areas of this cooperation is the joint 
planning of military operations for joint defence. 

Operative-strategic planning is coordinated by the High 
Command of the Allied Armed Forces and is implemented 
by the general staffs of the member-countries. The whole 
complex of questions pertaining to the combat personnel, 
the fighting and mobilization alert and the preparedness of 
the armies and of the countries for defence are decided in 
accordance with the operative-strategic planning. 

Another important area of military cooperation bet- 
ween the Warsaw Treaty countries is the coordination of 
their efforts on the organizational upbuilding and develop- 
ment of the armies and on their adequate supply with 
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modern weapons and military equipment. This task is 
tackled on the basis of the common views as regards the 
requirements of modern warfare, and in accordance with 
the possibilities of the individual countries. 

Military cooperation of the allied armies also embraces 
the questions of their operative, combat and political train- 
ing. The main managing body in this respect is the High 
Command of the Allied Armed Forces. Proceeding from the 
operative-strategic tasks of the Allied Armed Forces and 
from the requirements of modern warfare, and taking into 
account the supply of the armies with modern weapons and 
military equipment, the High Command of the Allied Arm- 
ed Forces works out directives for their training, and the 
staff of the Allied Armed Forces draws up a plan for the 
joint undertakings. 

One of the most effective forms of military co- 
operation of the Warsaw Treaty countries are the 
large-scale joint exercises. They play a major role in 
improving the training of the command bodies and 
the armed forces. Valuable experience is exchanged 

at them and important matters concerning the 
art of war and of the methods of operative, combat and 

political training are finalized. They contribute a lot to the 
mutual acquaintance, closeness and internationalist educa- 
tion of the troops and for consolidating the cooperation 
between the fraternal armies. 

The mastering and introduction into practice of the rich 
experience of the Soviet Army gained in the Great Patriotic 
War of the USSR and in its post-war development is of par- 
ticular significance for improving the training of the allied 
armies. 

Cooperation in the training of the allied armies is also 
conducive to the further development of the art of war and 
military science, which is of exceptional importance for the 
defence of the socialist community. 
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Soviet military science which is based on the Marxist- 
Leninist theory of war and the army and on the socialist 
military doctrine, tackles successfully the major tasks of 
the defence of the USSR and the other socialist community 
countries, and holds a leading place in the development of 
world military science. 

In the Soviet military schools every year many generals 
and officers from the allied armies obtain high military qua- 
lification. Here they study Soviet military science, the rich 
experience of the Soviet Army from the Great Patriotic War 
and from its post-war development, the latest kinds of mi- 
litary equipment and armaments, and augment their know- 
ledge of Marxism-Leninism. With their highly-qualified com- 
mand and teaching staff, with their excellent organization 
of the study process and with the availability of a most up- 
to-date training facilities, the Soviet military schools have 
played an exceedingly important role in the upbuilding of 
the armies of the other socialist countries, especially at the 
initial stage of their development, when they did not have 
well-trained command personnel. Through them, the USSR 
rendered invaluable and selfless assistance to the young and 
still unconsolidated socialist states. Those of their generals 
and officers who passed through the Soviet military schools 
now constitute the backbone of the command staff of the 
allied armies. 

The improving of the qualification of a great number of 
generals and officers in Soviet military schools still plays 
an essential role for enhancing the fighting capacity of the 
allied armies and the defence capacity of the socialist com- 
munity. It helps introduce a uniformity of views on matters 
of military art and military science. 

The Warsaw Treaty countries are engaged in a wide mi- 
litary-technical cooperation, which helps them work out a 
joint military-technical policy as regards the development 
and production of highly effective weapons and the supply 
of the allied armies with such weapons. 
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The coordination of the allied countries' activity in the 
development and manufacture of new weapons and military 
equipment leads to a most effective utilization of their 
scientific, technical and production potential and to secur- 
ing the supply of advanced armaments to the allied armies, 
with a view to preventing a violation of the military balance 
in favour of NATO. Besides the USSR, all other Warsaw 
Treaty countries are making their worthy contribution to 
the solution of this task. 

Sports cooperation among the armies of the Warsaw 
Treaty countries has also marked a very considerable deve- 
lopment. The main form of this cooperation are the Sparta- 
kiades and the championships in Olympic and in applied 
paramilitary sports, organized by the Sports Committee of 
the allied armies on the territories of the allied countries. 
These events enjoy great popularity in the allied armies and 
play a major role, both for the promotion of sports and for 
the enhancement of their friendship. 

The long experience in the military cooperation of the 
Warsaw Treaty countries has irrefutably proved its tremen- 
dous role for raising their defence capacity, for guaranteeing 
their security and for preserving world peace. 



D. Strategic Parity with the Forces of the West — A Major 
Historical Gain of the Warsaw Treaty Countries 



Guided by common class goals and interests, leaning on 
the Marxist-Leninist ideology, making use of the advantages 
of the socialist system and implementing closest coopera- 
tion and mutual assistance among themselves in all spheres — 
political, economic, scientific, technical, ideological and 
military — the socialist community countries have resolutely 
raised their defence capacity and maintain it at a level 
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guaranteeing their security. They have set up modern armed 
forces which are amply supplied with most advanced and 
powerful weapons and military equipment, possess a tre- 
mendous fire and striking capacity and high mobility and 
manoeuvrability. Educated in the spirit of the Marxist- 
Leninist ideology, socialist patriotism and internationalism, 
the armies of the Warsaw Treaty member-countries are dis- 
tinguished for their high morale, unity and cohesion around 
the Central Committees of their parties and are capable of 
fulfilling successfully all kinds of tasks pertaining to the de- 
fence of the socialist community. 

The most important achievement in this respect is the 
establishment and maintenance of a strategic parity with the 
NATO countries. This parity is of tremendous historic sig- 
nificance for the preservation of world peace. 

The essence of the military-strategic parity consists in 
the creation of groups of armed forces and of intercontinen- 
tal and medium-range offensive nuclear devices with relatively 

equal fighting possibilities, and in maintaining these groups 
in a constant degree of preparedness equal to that of the 
armed forces of the NATO countries. 

The establishment of an approximate military parity 
between the Warsaw Treaty and NATO countries is a unde- 
niable fact. The acknowledgement of this fact underlies all 
Soviet- American treaties and agreements on stopping nuc- 
lear weapon tests and on limiting the development of offen- 
sive nuclear arms. This fact has been underlined repeatedly 
by top Soviet officials. It has also been acknowledged by 
many political scientists and official representatives of the 
USA and the other Western states. 

In reference to this parity Soviet Defence Minister 
Marshal Ustinov said: \.. if we assess the correlation bet- 
ween the armed forces of the Warsaw Treaty and of the NATO 
bloc objectively, on the basis of facts, we must admit that 
both in the field of strategic or medium-range nuclear wea- 
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pons and in the field of conventional armed forces there is an 
approximate parity between them. There is no "obvious 
Soviet superiority" . 

The assessments of many American and West European 
leaders are also in the same spirit. Thus, for example, former 
US Secretary of State A.Haig at a press conference with 
American newspapers editors on June 5 5 1981, said:' As in 
the past, the approximate parity between the two countries 
in strategic nuclear forces remains.' 

The same admission is contained in the televised inter- 
view of former West German Chancellor H.Schmidt on August 
21, 1 98 1 , in which he said : 'The American politicians are try- 
ing to create the impression that they are determined to 
restore the parity at any cost. But I don't think that this pari- 
ty has ever been violated'. 

In his report before a Senate committee on April 30, 
1984, former US Defence Secretary Schlesinger also spoke 
about an 'approximate parity' between the strategic poten- 
tials of the USSR and the US. The existence of an approxi- 
mate military parity between the USSR and the US was also 
mentioned in one of the resolutions of the 37th session of 
the UN General Assembly. This fact also finds acknowledge- 
ment in a report of the US Joint Chiefs of Staff of February, 
1984, where it was said: 'At present there exists an appro- 
ximate nuclear parity between the US and the USSR'. 

The realistic character of these assessments is reaffirmed 
by the figures on the military capability of the two alliances 
published in the book 'From Where the Threat to Peace 
Stems', Voyenizdat, USSR, 1984. According to t % he data 

1 Interview of D.Ustinov for a TASS correspondent, Rabot- 

nichesko Delo (Workers' Cause), December 7, 1982 (in 

Bulgarian) 

^ From Where the Threat to Peace Stems, Voyenizdat,, 

USSR, 1984, p.80 (in Russian) 

3 Ibid, p.70 
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contained in this book which no one is in a position to re- 
fute, it becomes clear that the strategic nuclear forces of 
the US include 2,338 carriers of nuclear weapons, of which 
1,053 intercontinental ballistic missiles, 637 strategic bom- 
bers,and 648 missiles on 39 nuclear submarines. The USSR 
has 2,504 strategic carriers of nuclear weapons, including 
1,398 intercontinental ballistic missiles, 156 strategic bom- 
bers, and 950 missiles on 62 nuclear submarines. Or, the 
correlation of these devices is 1.07:1 for the USSR. With its 
available devices, the US is in a position to send to their tar- 
gets 10,000 pieces of nuclear ammunition and the USSR — 
7,000 nuclear pieces of such ammunition at once. Consequ- 
ently, the correlation of pieces nuclear ammunition which 
can be used in the first massive nuclear strike is 1.4:1 in 
favour of the US. 

Things are very much the same as regards medium-range 
nuclear devices in Europe. Up to the deployment of the 
American medium-range missiles in Western Europe, the 
NATO countries had 857 such carriers, and the USSR — 
938, or here again there was an approximate equilibrium. 
It must, however, be noted that the US also has a 1.4:1 
superiority with respect to the quantity of medium-range 
nuclear devices usable in a first massive nuclear strike. 

The above goes to prove the existence of an approxi- 
mate parity between the two sides' nuclear arsenals. But if 
the war between the groups is waged without the use of 
nuclear weapons, the correlation of conventional forces 
becomes of decisive significance. This correlation is most 
clearly shown by a comparison of the divisions on combat 
alert which are in a position to go into military operations 
instantly, without mobilization, and can be used both for 
delivering a sudden attack and for repelling such an attack 
by any aggressor. 

In Europe NATO has 89 divisions on combat alert with 
24,000 tanks. Against these divisions the Warsaw Treaty 
countries have 78 divisions on combat alert and 25,000 
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tanks, or the correlation of such divisions is 1.1:1 in favour 
of NATO. As regards tactical aircraft this correlation is 
1.2:1 in favour of the Warsaw Treaty. But as the aircraft of 
the Western countries have a greater bomb load, the cor- 
relation in bomb load is 3 : 1 in favour of NATO. The NATO 
countries have a certain superiority also in the number of 
helicopters, the correlation being 1.8:1 in their favour. 

With regard to the naval forces, the US and NATO have 
a considerable superiority in large surface vessels — aircraft 
carriers, liners and cruisers — and naval aircraft, which is 
compensated to a certain extent by the Warsaw Treaty's 
superiority in submarines and small surface vessels and by 
the better navigational or combat characteristics of some 
types of Soviet warships. 

From the above data it is clear that the countries of 
NATO and the Warsaw Treaty possess relatively equal for- 
ces, or a strategic parity has been established. This is one of 
the most important achievements of the USSR and the 
other socialist community countries. This, together with 
their joint, peaceful, class foreign policy, enjoying the 
support of all progressive forces in the world, secures the 
preservation of peace. 

In order to justify their militaristic policy and their as- 
piration to achieve military superiority at any cost, the 
Reagan administration and some West European NATO 
governments have launched an intensive propaganda cam- 
paign to persuade the international community that there 
was no military parity and that it had been violated by the 
Warsaw Treaty countries. For the purpose they resort to 
all kinds of ruses and most crudely distort the truth, exag- 
gerating without any grounds the military might of the 
USSR and the other Warsaw Treaty countries and intentionally 
decreasing that of the US and NATO. They also exclude 
from the West's nuclear arsenal the missiles of France and 
Britain which now number 168 and are scheduled to be 
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brought to 400 by 1990, with a considerable improvement 
of their quality characteristics. 

A most unfair juggling is performed with figures. The 
Warsaw Treaty aircraft with a range of 300-500 km are de- 
clared carriers of madium-range nuclear weapons, while the 
Mirage-IVA, Super-Etendard, Tornado, F-16, Jaguar and 
Buccanear aircraft as well as the jet fighters on board of 
aircraft-carriers, which have a considerably longer range and 
can carry nuclear weapons, are excluded from NATO's 
nuclear capability. The armed forces of France and Spain 
and the reserve formations of the USA and the other NATO 
countries, the US National Guard, the Heimatschutz units 
of the FRG and all territorial defence units of the Western 
countries are left out of the NATO forces in Europe. At the 
same time, all the mobilization units of the Warsaw Treaty 
countries, including the militia and the border guards are 
counted in their armed forces. 

Under the cover of this* propaganda noise, the US has 
already started the deployment of 600 American medium- 
range missiles in Western Europe and the implementation of 
the Pentagon programme for the development and produc- 
tion of new MX and Midgetman intercontinental ballistic 
missiles, strategic B-l bombers, and new, more powerful 
submarine-based Trident-2 missiles, each of them carrying 
14 independently targeted warheads. The aim of this prog- 
ramme is to attain a considerable military superiority over 
the USSR and the Warsaw Treaty countries, or, more preci- 
sely, to make the correlation of strategic and medium-range 
nuclear delivery vehicles 1 .5 : 1 in favour of NATO. 

Besides, there is one more substantial detail. While the 
Soviet medium-range nuclear weapons cannot reach the 
territory of the US, those of NATO can hit targets in the 
USSR as far as the Urals, or with regard to the USSR the 
latter would act as strategic weapons, which means that their 
deployment in Europe seriously upsets the correlation of 
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strategic offensive weapons in favour of the US, i.e. the US 
would obtain a nearly two-fold superiority in such weapons, 
something the USSR naturally cannot allow to happen. 

These intensions of the Reagan administration were 
very clearly expressed by Defence Secretary C.Weinberger 
who declared: 'We shall expend everything that is necessary 
for increasing the might of the US and for obtaining advan- 
tages over the USSR.' 1 

The same thought was also expressed by President 
Reagan on May 22, 1984: They (the Russians) cannot keep 
pace with us and withstand the competition in the build-up 
of armaments. Their only alternative is either to continue 
the arms race, or to sit down at the negotiating table to 
avoid the risk of our superiority over them in the military 
sphere , he declared. 

In a report to Congress in 1984, the US Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, the idea of attaining military superiority was even 
more clearly expressed: The increase of the combat possibi- 
lities of the US naval forces, as compared with those of the 
Soviet navy will continue. The US Navy will preserve its 
superiority over the navy of the USSR. 

The aggressive intentions of the USA are also evidenced 
by Directive 59, signed by President Carter in 1980, in 
which the liquidation of socialism as a social system, the 
dealing of the first nuclear strike, the achievement of super- 
iority over the Soviet Union in the event of nuclear war and 
its completion under terms favourable for the US were list- 
ed as a topmost US priority. 

These goals are also served by the doctrine of 'direct 
confrontation' between the US and the USSR on a global 



i 

From Where the Threat to Peace Stems, Voyenizdat, 

USSR, 1984, p. 71 (in Russian) 

2 Ibid., p. 12 

3 Ibid., p. 80 
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and regional scale, announced by C.Weinberger in June 
1981 . This doctrine has been extended in President Reagan's 
directive on defence for the period of 1985-1989, which 
boils down to allowing the possibility of winning a nuclear 
war, to achieving a decisive nuclear superiority over the 
USSR and to an ultimate use of US strategic offensive wea- 
pons for a first, pre-emptive strike at the USSR. 

In pursuance of their reactionary goals, the US and the 
other NATO countries are continuously increasing their 
military spending. During the 1949-1978 period the mili- 
tary spending of the US and NATO surpassed the fabu- 
lous sum of 2 trillion and 650,000 million dollars, of 
which nearly 2 trillions fall to the US. US military spending 
has marked a particularly big increase since the beginning of 
the Reagan presidency. Between 1981 and 1984 it went up 
by 75 per cent, to come up to 292,800 million dollars in 
the 1985 fiscal year. In the next five years the Pentagon 
plans to get for military purposes about 2 trillion dollars, 
which is more than the total US military spending over the 
last 15 years. 

Parallel with the saturation of the armed forces with 
modern weaponry and equipment, the US and the NATO 
countries devote much attention to increasing their pre- 
paredness for aggressive wars. The number and scope of 
military exercises and manoeuvres keeps growing every 
year. Thus, for instance nearly 300,000 men, 4,000 tanks, 
2,000 aircraft and 300 navy ships from all the NATO mem- 
ber-countries, except Greece, took part in the joint exercises 
code-named 'Autumn Forge '84*. They embraced the ter- 
ritory of the NATO allies from Northern Norway to Eastern 
Turkey. The NATO exercises are usually large-scale rehears- 
als for war, and it is becoming increasingly difficult to 



1 From Where the Threat to Peace Stems, Voyenizdat, 
USSR, 1984, p. 1 1 (in Russian) 
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distinguish them from real combat. The units involved in 
them simulate different variants of starting and waging a 
war, including a limited and a massive use of nuclear wea- 
pons, the deployment of mobilized formations and the 
transfer of troops from the US, Canada and Britain to West- 
ern Europe. 

Particularly dangerous for peace are the exercises held 
periodically under the code-name 'Global Shield', which in- 
clude real strategic missile blasts and flights of strategic air- 
craft to Soviet territory as part of the simulation of a stra- 
tegic nuclear war against the USSR and the Warsaw Treaty 
countries. 

All this compels the Warsaw Treaty countries to show 
maximum vigilance and to make tremendous efforts to pre- 
vent a violation of the strategic parity. In this connection 
they were forced to take a number of counter-measures to 
restore the nuclear equilibrium violated by the deployment 
of medium-range US missiles in Western Europe. These mea- 
sures include the revocation of the Soviet government's uni- 
lateral moratorium on the siting of medium-range nuclear 
weapons in the European part of the USSR, the installation 
of operative-tactical missiles with an extended range in the 
GDR and Czechoslovakia and a closer approach to the con- 
tinental part of the US by Soviet submarines carrying nuc- 
lear missiles, as well as increasing their number. 

The aim of all these counter-measures is not to allow the 
US and the other NATO countries to undermine the nuclear 
parity by creating an adequate danger for them, both in the 
number and power of the retaliatory nuclear strikes, and in 
the range of offensive nuclear weapons and their flight time 
to their targets. The Warsaw Treaty countries are not seek- 
ing one-way advantages. This was explicitly stated by 
Konstantin Chernenko in his speech on February 13, 1984, 
in which he said: *We do not need military superiority; we 
have no intention to dictate our will to others, but we shall 
not allow the existing military parity to be violated, either'. 



1 Rabotnichesko Delo (Workers' Cause), February 14, 1984 
(in Bulgarian) 
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AFTERWORD 



As a result of the historic victory of the USSR in the 
Second World War, a number of countries in Europe and 
Asia abandoned the capitalist system. Socialism became a 
world system. Such an outcome of the war, however, was 
not to the taste of the reactionary forces in the Western im- 
perialist states. The ruling circles in the US, Britain and 
France put an end to their wartime cooperation with the 
Soviet Union, opted for a policy 'from a position of 
strength' and started intensive preparations for a new war. 

One of the decisive steps in this respect was the setting 
up of the aggressive NATO bloc, as well as the inclusion of 
the FRG in it. This cleared the way for the restoration of 
the Bundeswehr, which soon became the main strike force 
of NATO in Europe. 

The reactionary forces in West Germany in the per- 
son of the then government of the Christian Democrats, 
which enjoyed the active support of their NATO protectors, 
raised a demand to do away with the GDR and restore 
Germany's post-war borders. 

All this compelled the socialist states in Europe to take 
effective measures for their defence. Under the changed cir- 
cumstances, the existence of bilateral treaties of friendship 
and mutual assistance between them no longer guaranteed 
their security. Closer coordination of their efforts was need- 
ed, especially in the political and military spheres, in order 
to strengthen their defence. 

It was for this purpose that the Warsaw Treaty was con- 
cluded. This was necessitated by the aggressive moves of 
the Western imperialist states, and was not conditioned by 
the inner laws of the development of the socialist coun- 
tries. 
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By signing the Warsaw Treaty and by establishing a joint 
defence system, the European socialist countries became an 
impenetrable bastion and a decisive factor for the develop- 
ment of the world and for the preservation of world peace. 

The Warsaw Treaty is a defensive alliance. Its purpose is 
to guarantee the security of the allied socialist states, their 
freedom and national independence. But its role is not con- 
fined to this alone. It goes far beyond the interests of the 
socialist community alone and extends over the develop- 
ment of the whole world. As a powerful military-political 
alliance of developed socialist countries fighting consistent- 
ly against war, national and colonial oppression in all its 
forms, and for the preservation of world peace, the Warsaw 
Treaty plays an exceptionally progressive role. 

The might of the Warsaw Treaty alliance has on more 
than one occasion restrained the attempts of imperialist 
aggressors to kindle the conflagrations of war in one world 
region or another, to disturb the peaceful development of 
the socialist states, and to restore capitalism and colonial 
domination in some socialist and newly-liberated countries. 

Herein lies the tremendous historical role and the im- 
mensely progressive significance of the Warsaw Treaty, 
confirmed in a most unambiguous way by its many years of 
existence. 

The Bulgarian leader Todor Zhivkov has pointed out 
that in the era of nuclear weapons it is necessary to combine 
national defence efforts with the collective military might 
of the socialist community and especially with that of the 
USSR, whose armed forces today are the most reliable 
shield of the socialist countries. 

In its aims and character, the Warsaw Treaty is radically 
different from the imperialist military-political alliances. 
It is based on such democratic and socialist principles like 
equality, mutual respect of sovereignty, refraining from the 
use of force in international relations, observance of the UN 
Charter, all-round cooperation, friendship, mutual assistance 
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and collective defence. It is open to any country wishing to 
join it. 

The conclusion of the Warsaw Treaty raised to a higher 
stage the mutual relations and cooperation between the 
socialist countries, which plays an exceptionally import- 
ant role, both in accelerating their socio-economic develop- 
ment and in strengthening their defence capability. 

The Allied Armed Forces became a mighty military power. 
The main pillar of the military strength of the Warsaw Alli- 
ance are the Soviet armed forces. Their combat capability is 
a concrete expression of the tremendous defence possibili- 
ties of the Soviet state. 

While constantly improving their defence, the Warsaw 

Treaty countries pursue a firm and consistent policy of con- 
solidating peace and international cooperation in the world. 
The constructive peace policy of the Soviet Union plays par- 
ticularly important role in this respect. 

The strengthening of the defence capability and the 
maintenance of the preparedness of the socialist community 
countries at the level of present-day requirements is a com- 
mon obligation of all the countries of the community but it 
is the Soviet Union's preparedness for war that plays a de- 
cisive role in their collective defence. The historical condi- 
tions are such that the main burden of defending the so- 
cialist community and safeguarding world peace falls upon 
the USSR. 'And in this joint struggle of ours for a common 
goal,' Todor Zhivkov writes, 'we appreciate the irreplace- 
able world historic role of the USSR and the CPSU which 
have assumed the greatest responsibility and the main bur- 
den for the destinies of progress and peace of all mankind. 

The government of the People's Republic of Bulgaria is 
also making a worthy contribution to the consolidation of 
peace and international cooperation in the Balkans and the 
world. Bulgaria is an active and sincere champion of streng- 



1 Zhivkov, T., Selected Works, VoL23, p. 168 (in Bulgar- 
ian) 
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thening cooperation between states on the basis of mutual 
advantage and in the interest of all peoples. Well known is 
the proposal of the General Secretary of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Bulgarian Communist Party and President of 
the State Council of the People's Republic of Bulgaria 
Todor Zhivkov to call a Balkan summit to discuss the idea 
of converting the Balkans into a zone free from nuclear wea- 
pons. 

The successes of the peace policy of the socialist coun- 
tries would be inconceivable without the consolidation of 
their unity, the highest embodiment of which is the Warsaw 
Treaty. This unity commands respect in the lovers of adven- 
tures and makes the governments of many countries which 
are not deprived of a feeling of realism seek a solution to 
the main problems in inter-state relations in negotiations 
and mutual understanding. 

Peace must be saved, especially now that the most re- 
actionary forces in the US and NATO keep whipping up the 
arms race and are precipitously pushing mankind to a nuc- 
lear holocaust. 

Until a reliable system of collective security is built in 
Europe, the Warsaw Treaty will remain the most important 
factor for the security of the socialist countries and a guard 
of world peace. 
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Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and Mutual 
Assistance between the Peopled Republic of Albania, 
the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the German Democ- 
ratic Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the 
Romanian People's Republic, the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, the Hungarian People's Republic, 
and the Czechoslovak Republic. 

May 14, 1955 

The Contracting Parties, 

reaffirming their striving to set up a system of collective 
security in Europe with the participation of all European 
states, irrespective of their social and state system, which 
would make it possible to unite their efforts in the interest 
of securing peace in Europe, 

taking into consideration at the same time the situation 
created in Europe as a result of the ratification of the Paris 
accords, which provide for the formation of a new mili- 
tary grouping in the form of a Western European Union 
with the participation of the North Atlantic Bloc, which in- 
creases the danger of a new war and poses a threat to the na- 
tional security of the peace-loving states, 

convinced that under these circumstances the peace- 
loving states in Europe must take the necessary measures for 
guaranteeing their security and for maintaining peace in 
Europe, 

guided by the objectives and principles of the Charter of 
the United Nations Organization, 

in the interest of the further consolidation and develop- 
ment of friendship, cooperation and mutual assistance, in 
accordance with the principles of respect for the indepen- 
dence and sovereignty of states, as well as of non-interfe- 
rence in their home affairs, 
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decided to conclude this Treaty of Friendship, Coopera- 
tion and Mutual Assistance and appointed as their attorneys: 

(Names of attorneys follow) 

who, after presenting their powers of attorney, assessed 
them as corresponding to the necessary form and being in 
full order, agreed on the following: 



Article 1 

The Contracting Parties assume the obligation, in 
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations Organi- 
zation, to refrain in their international relations from a 
threat with or use of force and to resolve their international 
disputes by peaceful means, so that they should not threat- 
en international peace and security. 



Article 2 

The Contracting Parties declare that they are ready to 
participate, in the spirit of sincere cooperation, in all inter- 
national actions aimed at guaranteeing international peace 
and security, and will devote all their energies to the attain- 
ment of these goals. 

The Contracting Parties, moreover, will be striving to 
take, by agreement with other states who may wish to co- 
operate in this cause, effective measures for a universal re- 
duction of armaments and for a prohibition of the atomic, 
hydrogen and other weapons for mass destruction. 



Article 3 



The Contracting Parties will consult among themselves 
on all major international questions which concern their 
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common interests, guided by the interests of international 
peace and security. 

They shall consult without delay with one another 
whenever in the opinion of any one of them the danger has 
arisen of an armed attack against one or several member- 
states of the Treaty, in the interest of securing a joint de- 
fence and maintaining peace and security. 



Article 4 

In case of an armed attack in Europe against one or 
several member-states of the Treaty on the part of some 
state or group of states, each member-state of the Treaty, in 
its right to individual or collective self-defence under Art. 5 1 
of the Charter of the United Nations Organization, shall 
render the attacked state or states immediate assistance, in- 
dividually or by agreement with the other member-states of 
the Treaty, by all means which it may consider necessary, 
the use of armed force included. The member-states of 
the Treaty shall consult with one another without delay as 
to the joint measures which must be undertaken to restore 
international peace and security. 

The Security Council shall be notified about the measu- 
res that would be taken under this Article in accordance 
with the Charter of the United Nations Organization. These 
measures shall be discontinued as soon as the Security 
Council takes measures necessary for the restoration and 
maintenance of international peace and security. 



Article 5 

The Contracting Parties have agreed to set up a joint 
command of their armed forces which, by agreement among 
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the parties, shall be set aside and placed at the disposal of 
this command, acting on the basis of jointly established 
principles. They shall also take other joint measures neces- 
sary for strengthening their defence capability, so as to pro- 
tect the peaceful labour of their peoples, to guarantee the 
inviolability of their frontiers and territories and secure 
their defence against a possible aggression. 

Article 6 

For the implementation of the consultations envisaged 
in this Treaty among the member-states of the Treaty, and 
for examining the questions which may arise in connection 
with the implementation of this Treaty, a Political Consul- 
tative Committee shall be set up, in which every member- 
state of the Treaty shall be represented by a member of its 
government or another specially appointed representative. 

The Committee may set up auxiliary bodies, such as 
may prove necessary. 

Article 7 

The Contracting Parties assume the obligation not to 
join any coalitions or alliances and not to conclude any ag- 
reements whose aims contradict the objectives of this Treaty. 

The Contracting Parties declare that their obligations un- 
der effective international treaties do not contradict the 
stipulations of this Treaty. 

Article 8 

The Contracting Parties declare that they shall act in a 
spirit of friendship and cooperation for the further develop- 
ment and consolidation of economic and cultural relations 
among themselves, in keeping with the principles of mutual 
respect for their independence and sovereignty and of non- 
interference in their home affairs. 
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Article 9 

This Treaty is open to accedence by other states irres- 
pective of their social and state system, which are ready and 
willing, by their membership in the present Treaty to help 
unite the efforts of the peace-loving states with a view to 
guaranteeing peace and the security of the peoples. Such 
accedence shall become effective with the consent of the 
member-states of the Treaty, after the accedence instrument 
has been delivered to the government of the Polish People's 
Republic for safe-keeping. 



Article 10 

The present Treaty is subject to ratification, and the ra- 
tification instruments shall be delivered to the Polish 
People's Republic for safekeeping. 

The Treaty shall enter into force the day the last rati- 
fication instrument is delivered for safe-keeping. The Go- 
vernment of the Polish People's Republic shall inform the 
other member-states of the Treaty of the delivery of every 
ratification instrument for safe-keeping. 



Article 1 1 

This Treaty shall be effective for 20 (twenty) years. For 
the Contracting Parties, which one year prior to the expiry 
of this term do not deposit a declaration for the denuncia- 
tion of the Treaty with the Government of the Polish 
People's Republic, it shall remain in force for another 10 
years. 

In case a system of collective security is set up in 
Europe and for this purpose an All-European Treaty on 
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Collective Security is concluded, towards which the Con- 
tracting Parties will be unswervingly aspiring, the present 
Treaty shall lose its force from the date of entry into force 
of the All-European Treaty. 

Done in Warsaw on May 14, 1955, in one copy in 
Russian Polish, Czech and German, with all texts having 
equal force. Certified copies of the present Treaty shall be 
sent by the Government of the Polish People's Republic to 
all other members of the Treaty. 

In testimony whereof the persons, duly supplied with 
powers of attorney, signed this Treaty and attached their 
seals to it. 

(Follow — signatures) 



Decision for the Setting Up of a Joint Command of the 
Armed Forces of the Member-States of the Warsaw 
Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and Mutual Assistance 

May 15, 1955* 

In accordance with the Treaty of Friendship, Coopera- 
tion and Mutual Assistance between the People's Republic 
of Albania**, the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the German 
Democratic Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the 
Romanian People's Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, the Hungarian People's Republic and the Czechos- 
lovak Republic, the member-states of the Treaty decided to 
set up a Joint Command of the armed forces. 

In this decision it is envisaged that the general matters 
related to strengthening the defence capability and to the 
organizing of the Allied Armed Forces of the member- 
states of the Treaty, shall be examined by the Political 
Consultative Committee, which will take the corresponding 
decisions. 

Marshal of the Soviet Union I.S.Konyev has been ap- 
pointed Commander-in-chief of the Allied Armed Forces, 
set aside by the member-states of the Treaty. 

Appointed as deputies of the Command er^n-chief of 
the Allied Armed Forces are the Ministers of Defence or 
other military leaders of the member-states of the Treaty, 
who are entrusted with the command of the armed forces of 
every member-state of the Treaty, set aside for the composi- 
tion of the Allied Armed Forces. 



* Date of publication 

** In 1961 Albania withdrew from the organization of the 
Warsaw Treaty and in 1968 in denounced the Treaty uni- 
laterally. 
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The question concerning the participation of the Ger- 
man Democratic Republic in the undertakings of the armed 
forces of the Joint Command shall be considered later. 

A Staff of the Allied Armed Forces of the member- 
states of the Treaty shall be set up with the Commander-in- 
chief of the Allied Armed Forces, which shall include per- 
manent representatives of the General Staffs of the mem- 
ber-states. 

The seat of the Staff shall be the city of Moscow. 

The deployment of the Allied Armed Forces on the ter- 
ritory of the member-states of the Treaty shall be done 
according to the needs of their mutual defence, by agree- 
ment among these states. 

Rabotnichesko Delo (Workers' Cause), 

of May 15, 1955 
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Colonel General Hristo 
Dobrev was born in the vil- 
lage of Dragana, Lovech 
district, on June 2, 1923, 
in a family of toiling pea- 
sants. From February 17, 
1942 to September 9, 
1944, he took part in the 
Bulgarian people's resist- 
ance against fascism and 
capitalism as a Komsomol 
and Party functionary and 
as political commissar of 
the 'Hristo Kurpachev' 
partisan detachment ope- 
rating in Lovech district. 
Since September 9, 1944, 
he has been an officer with 
the Bulgarian People's 
Army. In 1973 he was ap- 
pointed First Deputy Mi- 
nister of Defence. 
He has been deputy to the 
National Assembly since 
1971. 



